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 Industrial heritage comes with a complex system of values, embodying historical, social, aesthetic, and 
economic narratives. Representative of a once booming economy, abandoned industrial sites now exemplify the 
negative consequences of material exploitation, environmental pollution, and deindustrialization. In recognizing 
these places as heritage, little attention is given to the significant mark made on urban and natural landscapes and 
environments. 
 This thesis argues that industrial heritage sites should be assessed for environmental value as an opportunity 
to recognize the environment as an interdependence between nature and culture. Ascribing environmental value 
at these sites involves not only an acknowledgment of the toxic environmental systems that emerged as part of 
industrial processes but also an analysis of the natural decay and growth of sites after abandonment. This argument 
will be explored through Chicago’s abandoned industrial heritage sites that are in a state of decay, specifically 
the Acme Coke Plant and U.S. Steel’s South Works. The history of Chicago’s growth was dominated by industry, 
specifically the steel industry, but the most influential and historically significant industrial sites are in a state of 
decay and are largely excluded from heritage recognition in the city. 
 Approaching the subject of industrial heritage through the assessment of environmental value 
acknowledges the fact that industrial heritage sites and the ecologies they disrupted have now become physically 
intertwined, an approach that considers decay as a defining characteristic of industrial heritage sites. Advocating for 
the natural environment captures a difficult history, but in doing so promotes a positive outcome for environmental 
health in the preservation process. This thesis explores the agency of nature to reuse abandoned industrial sites and 
the possibility to accommodate natural decay to represent the complicated historical narrative of the relationship 
between industrial culture and the natural environment. 
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Heritage places tied to industrialization and subsequent deindustrialization exist across the world and are 
representative of countless narratives of the working class and the innovations of the industrial economy. 
While the histories embodied by industrial heritage places may be similar, the ways in which they are 
valued and used as heritage vary significantly. It is easy to generalize the influences of deindustrialization, 
but there are intricacies in the value associations that historically-industrial communities see in their built 
environment. Industrial heritage places are not always preserved for their specific architectural qualities, 
and are more often recognized for their importance in understanding and signifying global technological 
innovation, national economic and political conditions, and local ways of life.
  
 In Chicago, post-industrial sites are not always recognized as heritage places. While some formerly 
industrial areas of the city have been designated local, state, or national heritage sites, other areas vital to 
Chicago’s narrative of industrialization and deindustrialization have been overlooked. The industrial places 
that have been preserved or recognized as heritage are typically sites with architectural and social value or 
with strong potential for adaptive reuse, as with early examples of planned company towns and industrial 
loft buildings, but none are representative of the most dominant industry in the city: the steel industry. The 
historic built environment of Chicago should accurately represent the processes of the industrial economy 
that fueled it for over a century, and this thesis aims to promote new ways of understanding values associated 
with sites that have been largely overlooked by formal preservation processes.   
 Chicago’s steel mill neighborhoods are now characterized by large tracts of open land left vacant 
and wild, the decaying relics of a powerful nationwide industry. Abandonment and demolition of industrial 
architecture in Chicago began in the 1980s, after many of the largest industrial complexes in the city 
closed. While most of the sites that once acted as the production backbone of Chicago’s economy are now 
gone, there are some sites that remain in fragments. Abandoned industrial sites are not extant due to any 
preservation action, but rather due to the fact that there is little to no demand for the land they occupy. There 
is little effort to erase what was there, not because it is an influential part of Chicago’s history, but because 
the sites and their surrounding neighborhoods have been under-served and under-recognized for decades. 
Heritage value of industrial ruins can exist in the social structure of surrounding neighborhoods and the 
broader narrative of urban development and land use, but their value as sites where the natural processes of 




Questions vital to this thesis are:
1. Can a new definition of environmental value that acknowledges the influences of man as part 
of nature inform preservation practice at industrial heritage sites? 
2. Can the environmental value of industrial heritage sites in decay contribute to their 
significance?
3. How does promoting the protection of a nature-culture relationship at industrial heritage 
sites change the preservation process?  
 
 There are many insightful studies that discuss the industrial history and analyze the interactions 
of social, economic, cultural aspects with past and present conditions of industrial places, which will be 
discussed later. However, there is limited study about the preservation of the constantly-evolving relationship 
between nature and culture, and this thesis argues that this shifting connection is important in assessing 
heritage value. Nature and culture have always been intertwined, but conventional preservation narratives 
highlight the ways in which humans shaped or manipulated nature, never discussing a dynamic flow of power 
between the two.1  Ruins, especially industrial ruins, represent that power flow. The natural environment 
repossessing a space, growing around and in spite of attempts to manage or exploit it, exhibits the reason 
that a new understanding of environmental value needs to be applied to these sites. But the re-emergence 
of nature in industrial ruins is only possible because of a cultural shift; their abandonment is the cultural 
catalyst that creates the condition of the ruin. While the ecological elements of ruined industrial places may 
be understood as a naturally occurring process, in the case of abandoned industrial sites, these ruins are as 
much natural as they are cultural constructions. The idea of nature signifies something separate from human 
use and influence, but industrial ruins are a visual argument against this understanding of nature as entirely 
separate from human influence. Decay after human use closely resembles a purely ecological process, but 
there are always unidentified human forces that acted upon ruined industrial places to render them as such.2  
 Not only is it vital to understand the inseparable ideas of culture and nature, but it is also important to 
realize  that whatever structured value associations we (as users or as professionals and decision-makers) 
ascribe to an industrial site, its material makeup is indirectly influenced by these values.3  Decay persists, 
ecological diversification continues, and so long as there is no physical intervention, the materials remain. 
While people have the agency to ascribe value to industrial heritage sites, the natural environment does not 
show agency in the same ways. The natural environment shows its agency at these sites by repossessing them; 
in other words, their decay is representative of nature staking a claim.
1 Timothy LeCain. “The ontology of absence,” in Ruin Memories: Materialities, Aesthetics and the Archaeology of the Recent Past 
(New York: Routledge, 2014), 64. 
2 George Steinmetz. “Colonial Melancholy and Fordist Nostalgia,” in Ruins of Modernity (Durham and London: Duke University 
Press, 2010), 302. 
3 Timothy LeCain. “The ontology of absence,” in Ruin Memories: Materialities, Aesthetics and the Archaeology of the Recent Past 
(New York: Routledge, 2014), 64.
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 The increasing presence of obsolete structures has been influenced the theoretical study of the 
importance of modern ruins in the built environment. Bjornar Olsen calls this relationship the, “ruin 
landscape: a ghostly world of decaying modern debris that for long was left out of academic concerns and 
conventional histories – and also considered too recent, too grim and too repulsive to be embraced as 
heritage.”4  Because industrial ruins as an urban building typology have not been widely explored or accepted 
in contemporary practice, they are commonly understood as wastelands in every sense of the word: a waste 
of space, a contaminated space, a space devoid of value. The goal of the thesis, to assign value to natural 
decay as evidence of natural-cultural interdependence, requires challenging the structured categorization 
of heritage places and preservation approaches. Heritage has the potential to be something other than that 
which is most socially representative, highly architectural, or economically useful.5  In other words, the 
process of ascribing value to heritage places needs to adapt to accept alternative ways of understanding value 
associations at industrial heritage sites.
1.2 AIM AND SCOPE
Preservation discourse on values has improved the inclusionary process of assessing and ascribing value, 
acknowledging the social, economic, historic, and aesthetic value associations that can give a site heritage 
significance. One value has yet to make its way into this process: environmental. Despite the increasing 
focus on sustainable preservation, environmental value is not often discussed in heritage practice. Until 
now, environmental value has been used to understand places of untouched natural significance, such as the 
U.S. National Parks, and this thesis seeks to recognize environmental value at heritage places that represent 
an interdependence between nature and culture. This research explores potential outcomes for ascribing 
environmental value to industrial heritage sites in an effort to promote sustainable preservation motivated by 
natural and ecological concerns.
 Within the scope of this thesis, the environment has been defined as the natural world, as a 
whole or in a specified geographic area, especially as affected by human activity.6  Nature is defined as the 
phenomena of the physical world collectively, including features and products of the earth separate from 
human creations.7  Lastly, ecology is defined as the focus of biology that deals with the interrelations of 
organisms and their physical surroundings.8  In this research, the environment is understood as a multi-scalar 
system. It is impossible to draw physical or conceptual boundaries around the environment as it relates to 
the influence of human existence on natural conditions. Environment, nature, and ecology are all important 
to the argument, and distinguishing their differences and interrelationships provides clarity about the 
environment’s possibility of being a user or stakeholder. The scale of the environment changes relative to the 
4  Dora Petursdottir and Bjornar Olsen. “An archeology of ruins,” in Ruin Memories: Materialities, Aesthetics and the Archaeology 
of the Recent Past (New York: Routledge, 2014), 3.
5 Ibid, 18.
6 Oxford Dictionary, 2nd ed. “Environment.”
7 Oxford Dictionary, 2nd ed. “Nature.”
8 Merriam-Webster Dictionary, online ed. “Ecology.”
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object or place being discussed. Because of the ambiguity of the environment, the challenge of representing 
it as an actor in preservation processes is a steep task. For the sake of understanding the complexity of the 
environment, I will define several scales which have emerged in this research. 
1. The Planet: The ecological, closed loop processes of the Earth are confined to its surface and 
immediate atmosphere. This is the largest scale of the environment for this research. This scale is 
relevant to the question of industrial heritage because of the climate crisis and the influence that 
not only industrial activity but also heritage protection processes have on the global climate. 
2. United States: This is the next scale lower that is relevant to the discussion of the environment as 
it relates to the treatment of industrial heritage. Since the case sites are located in a U.S. city, this 
scale is relevant in defining a geo-political environment. The thesis recognizes that geo-political 
understandings of industry cross the constructed national boundaries, but it has been simplified it 
for the sake of discussing regulatory processes relevant to the argument. 
3. The Midwest: The middle portion of the United States, best known for open, flat land and the 
Great Lakes to its north, is the next scale of understanding the environment. This scale is relevant 
to industrial heritage because much of the industrial activity in the U.S. occurred across the 
Midwest, and many of the cities where industry was once the driving economy are experiencing 
similar social, economic, environmental, and heritage challenges (Rust Belt Cities). Chicago’s role 
in the system of production in the Midwest is best described in William Cronon’s text Nature’s 
Metropolis where he explains the geographic and environmental/natural influences in the creation 
of Chicago’s industrial economy. Because Chicago’s economy was involved with grain processing, 
meat-packing, and steel works, the geographic connection with the urban city and rural farmland 
providing livestock and grain and quarries providing raw material to the city is a vital relational 
scale to understanding the industrial impact.
4. Chicagoland & Northwest Indiana: This is the area in which all industrial activity directly 
stemming from Lake Michigan happens in this region. All of these industrial sites have supported 
the existence of one another since the late 19th century, and the stronghold on the lakefront and 
creation of industrial waterways and transportation lines was influential on the landscape, built 
environment, and overall ecological health of the entire region. It is also important in identifying 
the important regulatory processes applicable to the sites being researched. 
5. Industrial Corridor & Neighborhood: While the boundaries of Chicago’s industrial corridors 
and neighborhoods do not match up, they are similar scales and their relationship with industrial 
sites are similar. Neighborhoods directly around industrial corridors in the city were either built 
specifically as company towns for employees at industrial sites or were intertwined enough with 
the industrial activity to have suffered consequences. These boundaries also contain people 
(stakeholders) who were most affected by the operation and closure of industrial sites, effects 
which are still felt today. 
6. Individual Industrial Sites: The individual sites contain a small-scale ecology composed of 
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different plant and animal species that have reused the abandoned sites in ways specific to the 
physical remnants of the sites. This scale would be most important to understanding the definition 
of environmental value explored in this thesis. 
 
 It is relevant to separate by scale due to the enormity of the problem at hand. Industrial activity has 
existed and continues to exist across the globe, but its direct climate, pollution, political, social, economic, 
and heritage effects and processes are felt at these different scales. It is also important to note that the 
scales outlined influence one another, and altogether create a system. In this thesis, scales 4, 5, and 6 will 
be the focus to ensure an in-depth study of the case sites. The larger scales are meant simply to explain the 
enormous context surrounding industrial heritage sites. It is vital to understand the influences between 
different scalar relationships in order to accurately argue the impact that an environmental value approach 
could have on industrial heritage places. The environment will also be used to describe physical attributes of 
industrial heritage places that are naturally occurring. For example, the environment can be understood as a 
landscape that has been altered for the purpose of industrial activity, an ecosystem that has been destroyed by 
the emergence of industrial activity, or an ecological process which has been disrupted by the manipulation 
and extraction of natural resources to feed industrial activity. Since this research is not focused on specific 
biological species, the terms environment, nature, and ecology will be representative of the non-human 
processes of use explored in this thesis. 
1.3 METHODOLOGY
The methodology of this thesis is structured to understand Chicago’s industrial heritage sites, to assess 
the state of abandoned sites, and to propose a preservation approach that is supportive of the natural 
environment’s relationship with heritage resources. The research was designed to frame the complex 
dynamic of social, political, spatial, economic, and environmental influences, and focuses specifically on 
the environmental attributes. The structure of the argument follows an analysis of the preservation process 
at each stage: providing rationale, working with regulatory systems, and arguing significance based on 
identified attributes and their values. This approach will reveal the major challenges to preserving industrial 
ruins through their environmental value following the established preservation process. 
 Structuring the research with the aim of ascribing environmental value to industrial heritage 
sites required a review of literature that provided a historical background and theoretical framework for 
industrial heritage preservation practice. The review of literature built a solid foundation for the argument 
for environmental value, and the outline of current preservation approaches were challenged on this basis. 
Literary sources were both printed and online books, journals, newspapers, and official governmental 
and non-governmental organization websites. Archival sources were used to obtain historic photographs, 
architectural documentation, and company reports. Archives referenced include the Industrial Heritage 
Archives of Chicago’s Calumet Region (physically located at Pullman National Monument and partially 




 Consultation with professionals involved with industrial heritage and the specific case sites provided 
insight to management and decision making, along with the challenges faced in securing preservation 
protection. Most importantly, this thesis draws on previous values research through collaboration with 
the  advisor Bilge Kose. Her doctorate dissertation at Middle East Technical University in 2018 entitled 
“Responding the Challenges of Preserving Industrial Network as Heritage” qualified her as an excellent 
advisor on this topic. Specifically to the case sites, Mark Bouman, former president of the Calumet Heritage 
Partnership, was an invaluable resource to understanding the Calumet Region and the complexities of the 
case sites. Consultation with professionals in industrial heritage provided a broader understanding of the 
specific area of preservation and the changes in practice over the last 50 years. James Douet, editor of The 
International Committee for the Conservation of the Industrial Heritage Bulletin, was extremely supportive 
and helpful in contextualizing the formation and growth of industrial heritage as a profession.
 Data was collected on the case sites as well as all other known industrial sites within municipally-
designated industrial corridors. The data collected, such as opening and closing dates, maximum 
employment, size, and current conditions, was used to support the importance of the two abandoned case 
sites chosen for this research. This was done using archival resources about industrial companies in Chicago 
and by reviewing demolition permits and other relevant city records. 
 Site visits were conducted on the following dates: Acme Coke Plant on January 7, 2020; Damen 
Silos on January 12, 2020; U.S. Steel South Works on January 14, 2020; and Joliet Ironworks Historic Site 
on March 11, 2020. Documentary photography was taken at each site, along with notes about conditions, 
interpretation, visitors, and other visible information. Not all of these sites are discussed in depth in this 
research. 
 The two case sites chosen (Acme Coke Plant and U.S. Steel South Works) were used to work 
through the process of designating industrial heritage sites with their decay and natural ecology. These sites 
were chosen to analyze the thesis argument because they are two industrial heritage sites that are abandoned 
and exhibit visible processes of decay and re-naturing. They are also the only two remaining sites tied to the 
history of steel in Chicago. Additionally, precedents of completed industrial heritage preservation projects 
were used to demonstrate the work that has been done and the ways preservation at these sites was different 
or similar to what is proposed as part of this thesis argument. 
1.4 RESEARCH OUTLINE
In order to argue that environmental value should be assessed in preservation practice at industrial heritage 
sites, this thesis explores two case sites in Chicago’s Calumet region: Acme Coke Plant and U.S. Steel South 
Works. The analysis of the sites explores their potential preservation as industrial ruins and the importance 
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of assessing environmental value at industrial heritage sites. 
 The first portion of the thesis presents a comprehensive review of common preservation approaches 
at industrial heritage sites, specifically aiming to show the ways in which formal preservation processes do 
not accommodate for ruin and decay. This will be further explored through previously completed industrial 
heritage projects, which will be dissected for their strengths and weaknesses in relation to preserving 
decay and valuing environmental attributes. To round out the discussion of preservation processes, a 
section discussing the values-based approach will outline the values that can be ascribed to heritage sites 
by people, and the introduction of environmental value will be discussed in the context of this values-based 
framework. Then, the thesis contextualizes the case sites, providing a brief history of the important hallmarks 
of industrial development in the city of Chicago, Illinois along with an explanation past and current urban 
planning and policy measures and historic preservation measures in the city. This is followed by a more 
specific historic, social, and environmental context of the Calumet region of Chicago, where the case sites 
are located. 
 The second portion of the thesis will explore the argument and thesis questions specifically through 
the case sites by dissecting their current conditions and working through the potential roadblocks in the 
preservation process. The goal of examining the case sites through environmental value, preservation of 
decay, and the consideration of the natural environment as a user is to inform an environmentally sustainable 
approach to abandoned industrial heritage sites. The thesis will conclude with a restatement of the 
discoveries made during the research process, potential outcomes for the proposed preservation approach, 




INDUSTRIAL HERITAGE AND PRESERVATION APPROACHES
CHAPTER TWO
2.1 INDUSTRIAL HERITAGE RATIONALE
Heritage professionals began addressing the industrial heritage typology as early as the 1950s, although it 
did not become a prominent heritage discourse until around the 1980s. Early studies on industrial heritage 
and archeology worldwide, such as Neil Cossons’s Ironbridge: Landscape of Industry from 1977, Theodore 
Anton Sande’s Industrial Archeology: a new look at the American heritage from 1976, and Michael Rix’s 
“Industrial Archeology” in the Amateur Historian from 1955 lay the ground work for the engagement of 
heritage practice with industrial sites. Since then, international discussion on “the industrial heritage” 
has differed in its boundaries; some professionals argue that all remnants of human production fall within 
industrial heritage, where others take a narrower view of industrial heritage as anything related to the 
Industrial Revolution and its resulting wave of industrialization.9  Given the youth of the United States, many 
industrial sites in the country fit within the second boundary as remnants of the influence of the Industrial 
Revolution in America. Industrial sites are influential in the developmental history of the U.S. from the early 
1800s to present, from the early mills on the east coast to the steel mills of the Midwest. Industrial activity 
impacted everything about the way people lived and worked, and in many cases the industrial bloodlines of 
manufacturing cities remain today. 
 Similar to arguments made for the significance of many national historic sites, industrial heritage 
sites are argued to be significant in their connection with the overarching development of the United States 
as a dominant economic force that shaped many physical aspects of American life, such as transportation 
and urban planning in city centers. These sitse carry the heavy burden of a difficult history connected to 
thousands of people and places, and the wide-reaching influence of these places, both as individual sites and 
as a network fueling the nation’s economy, is complicated to integrate into preservation processes. Industrial 
sites are also argued to be valuable as evidence of the environmental consequences of production and raw 
material processing.10  The social, economic, and political context within which industrial heritage sites 
function presents difficulties in arguing their traditional heritage values, a problem exacerbated by functional 
obsolescence and a depressed economy.11 
 
 Architecturally, industrial sites are not typically considered beautiful or significant based on 
9 Eusebi Casanelles. “TICCIH’s Charter for Industrial Heritage” in Industrial Heritage Re-tooled, ed. James Douet (Lancaster: 
Carnegie Publishing Ltd. 2012), 229. 
10 Neil Cossons. “Why preserve the industrial heritage?” in Industrial Heritage Re-tooled, ed. James Douet (Lancaster: Carnegie 




traditional ideas of architecture and design excellence. The aesthetics of sites of heavy industrial production 
are characterized by rusting metal towers, smokestacks, and concrete and brick ancillary structures. They 
are more often categorized and documented as works of engineering, machines designed to efficiently house 
the equipment and processes necessary to process raw material. It is because of the disconnect between the 
language used in assessing architectural significance and the language required to describe the qualities of 
industrial sites that causes a disproportionate understanding of industrial sites as places of heritage value. 
Especially in understanding decayed industrial heritage places, their physical characteristics are not often 
captured in preservation practice. 
 Industrial heritage as a specialized field of practice is now internationally recognized as vital to 
the overall practice of cultural heritage, as evidenced by the formation and growth of The International 
Committee for the Conservation of Industrial Heritage (TICCIH) in 1973 after the First International 
Conference for the Conservation of the Industrial Heritage in Ironbridge, England. TICCIH drafted the 
Nizhny Tagil Charter for Industrial Heritage in 2003, outlining the definition, values, documentation, 
research, conservation, and policy of industrial heritage sites. This is the only document relating directly to 
best practices in industrial heritage preservation, where all others may briefly mention industrial heritage. 
This is not an exhaustive charter in that it provides general recommendations to approach common industrial 
preservation challenges, and it does not provide specific technical or theoretical suggestions for preservation 
professionals working with these sites. The charter also does not address environmental impacts as part of 
the history or preservation of these sites. TICCIH’s member countries each have a national representative 
group, and in the U.S. this group is known as the Society for Industrial Archeology (SIA), which has regional 
chapters throughout the country.12  The SIA chapters do not encompass the Chicago metropolitan area, with 
the closest chapter in Southern Ohio, Indiana, and Northern Kentucky. There are a few other organizations 
in the United States related to industrial heritage preservation, including the American Canal Society, the 
U.S. chapter of the Mining History Association, and the Society for the Preservation of Old Mills. 
 Industrial heritage sites are formally recognized in preservation practice through  national, state, and 
local designation, but there are key histories missing from the current inventory of sites in the United States. 
The earliest recognition of industrial heritage in the U.S. was in 1938 when the Hopewell Furnace National 
Historic Site in Pennsylvania was designated under the Historic Sites Act.13  Between 1966 and 1983, the 
largest quantity of industrial sites were designated for national significance: 20 National Historic Landmarks 
and 3 National Historic Sites were designated for their relation to industrialization in the United States, 
including early mills, iron works sites, mines, and a range of manufacturing facilities. After this initial rush, 
a handful of additional industrial sites were designated, including more recently the Carrie Blast Furnaces 
in Rankin, Pennsylvania in 2006. While industrial sites are represented through heritage designation in the 
United States, they are heavily concentrated in New England and Pennsylvania and fall short of capturing a 
12 The Society of Industrial Archeology. “Mission,” https://www.sia-web.org/about/mission/
13 Leah Glaser. Hopewell Furnace National Historic Site: Administrative History. (National Park Service, 2005), 38.
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more comprehensive history of the nation’s industrialization and deindustrialization. 
2.2 ASCRIBING VALUE IN PRESERVATION PRACTICE
Values-based approaches in preservation practice have been discussed widely. Values are ascribed by 
people who have a stake in the site currently or previously and by people as proxy for inanimate or otherwise 
unrepresented parties. This means that values are not fixed, but rather change based on the sociocultural 
context within which they are situated over time.14  A site’s economic, social, historical, architectural, 
and use value can all contribute to its overall heritage value. In preservation practice, there is often one 
value that is prioritized at the expense of the rest, actually damaging the strength of the other values in 
the process. For example, when post-industrial sites are ascribed heritage value, they typically require 
physical and programmatic change to accommodate economic value.15  There is no way to equally support 
all value associations at the site, but there are methodologies to afford a balance between them. In the 
history of the heritage field, the value or significance of a place has often focused on its aesthetic value as an 
architectural artifact or its historic value as a marker of previous ways of life, technology, and so on.16  This 
causes preservation efforts to focus on the material integrity or architectural representation of a period of 
significance, in the process excluding any values in association with the present context of the site. 
 Industrial heritage sites have been ascribed heritage value, but also inherently contain economic, 
architectural, technological, and social value. Alfrey and Putnam illustrate the rich spectrum of values 
associated with industrial sites, promoting not only the physical fabric of the sites but also the people who 
associate with them as representational artifacts.17  Physically, industrial sites are spatial evidence of the rise 
and fall of industrialization in America, which is only materially represented in extant industrial buildings and 
infrastructure.18  Social and environmental devastation caused by deindustrialization has not been the major 
focus of preservation at industrial heritage sites.
 Industrial heritage does not represent a stagnant set of value associations. Rather, these sites are a 
physical timeline of shifting and conflicting values, with each moment in the history of industrial heritage 
places characterized by a significant shift. For example, when these places closed, their value shifted 
from economic to social, and as time went on their historical value increased. When industrial properties 
14 Randall Mason. “Assessing Values in Conservation Planning: Methodological Issues and Choices,” in Assessing the Values of 
Cultural Heritage (Los Angeles: The Getty Conservation Institute, 2002), 8.
15 Heike Oevermann and Harald A. Mieg. Industrial Heritage Sites in Transformation: Clash of Discourses. (New York & London: 
Routledge, 2015), 19.
16 Randall Mason. “Assessing Values in Conservation Planning: Methodological Issues and Choices,” in Assessing the Values of 
Cultural Heritage (Los Angeles: The Getty Conservation Institute, 2002), 8.
17 Judith Alfrey and Tim Putnam. The Industrial Heritage: Managing Resources and Uses. (London & New York: Routledge, 
1992), 54.
18 Niel Cossons. “Why Preserve the Industrial Heritage?” in Industrial Heritage Re-tooled, ed. James Douet (Lancaster: Carnegie 
Publishing Ltd. 2012), 8. 
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are closed and abandoned, it is initially perceived as a societal and community loss.19  It is necessary to 
understand who was affected by the obsolescence of industry, and likewise to understand heritage value 
from their perspective.20  After closure, economic value drops as the site is no longer productive and no 
longer employs or serves the surrounding community. This unproductive site is then deemed an industrial 
wasteland, both for its disuse and toxicity.21 
 The consequences of industrial activity affected society writ large and the economies of America’s 
rust-belt cities, but these consequences are longest lasting in the environmental detriment that resulted. 
The environment is therefore a key contributor to heritage valuation of industrial sites. They provide a 
physical account of pollution and resource exploitation, a physicality that has been termed the carbon 
form.22  Because industrial heritage sites are representative of not only economic decline but also 
environmental devastation, there is value in the physical narrative of the conflict between economic vitality 
and environmental health.23  The natural decay of industrial sites is the physical characteristic that symbolizes 
growth from these negative consequences. Heritage value, as it is traditionally ascribed by preservation 
professionals, identifies characteristics of sites that are often incredibly different from the characteristics 
of decay, but this does not mean that decay cannot be productive in contributing to heritage value.24  The 
idea that a building or site can be valuable for its environmental narrative is relatively new, and still not 
formally included as part of significance assessment of historic sites.25  If these places are lost, there will be 
little evidence of technological innovations since early industrialization and the current and future efforts to 
create greener industries. There is room for expanding the framework within which we understand and value 
industrial places, and the environmental value of these places can become vital to assessing their significance.
2.3 INDUSTRIAL RUINS
Ruins as fixtures of landscapes have a long history in architectural theory, but it is not the goal of this research 
to evaluate industrial ruins through the same lens. Industrial ruins are products of modern influences, 
whereby their creation and obsolescence was caused by a culture of commodities.26  Ruins of the 17th 
19 Norbert Temple. “Post-Industrial Landscapes,” in Industrial Heritage Re-tooled, ed. James Douet (Lancaster: Carnegie 
Publishing Ltd. 2012), 143. 
20 Judith Alfrey and Tim Putnam. The Industrial Heritage: Managing Resources and Uses. (London & New York: Routledge, 
1992), 93.
21 Peter Latz. Rust Red: Landscape Park Duisburg-Nord. (Munich: Hirmer Publisher, 2016), 33.
22 Elisa Iturbe. “Architecture and the Death of Carbon Modernity.” Log 47 Fall 2019, 13. Carbon form is not a term exclusive to 
industrial sites but describes the built environment that has been created from or contributed to the carbon problem. Essentially 
everything is carbon form, or at least functions within a network of carbon form.
23 Heike Oevermann and Harald A. Mieg. Industrial Heritage Sites in Transformation: Clash of Discourses. (New York & London: 
Routledge, 2015), 47.
24 Caitlin DeSilvey. Curated Decay. (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 2017), 184.
25 Amalia Leifeste and Barry L. Stiefel. Sustainable Heritage: Merging Environmental Conservation and Historic Preservation. 
(New York, London: Routledge, 2018), 11.
26 Andreas Huyssen. “Authentic Ruins: Products of Modernity,” in Ruins of Modernity ed. Julia Hell and Andreas Scönle 
(Durham & London: Duke University Press, 2010), 19.
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and 18th century have been the dominant subject of research and theory, emphasizing romantic ideas of 
imagination and society. Recent understandings of ruin and decay are more helpful for this thesis and will 
inform the possibility of changing the way preservation engages with industrial ruins. This research argues 
that industrial ruins and their existing conditions have potential to be ecologically productive as heritage 
resources.  
 Industrial ruins in the United States are categorically different from Roman ruins or ruins in 
English Gardens for one very important social reason: they were, “…produced within living memory.”27  
Deindustrialization, the systematic disinvestment in a nation’s productive capacity, is the process that 
created the conditions of massive unemployment and abandoned industrial sites.28  People have witnessed 
the process of decay at these sites, leading to a sense of personal reflection rather than a sense of long lost 
time. The abandonment of industrial sites shifts their value from that of production to that of history, and the 
post-abandonment process of decay further materializes the perceived loss of value. Abandoned industrial 
sites in the United States become part of a ruin landscape, a collection of decaying monuments to production 
that do not represent conventional histories or fit within conventional heritage discourse.29  
“Ruin, abandonment, and preservation by neglect are all familiar, if peripheral, terms used to 
describe the state of extant heritage resources that have not been subjects of formal historic 
preservation efforts.” 30
Recent scholarship suggests that ruins in the urban landscape can serve many purposes, but most relevant 
to this research is the use of ruins to challenge the ways people relate to the past.31  The presence of ruins 
influences a contemplative imagination about the past and the future, manifesting differently for every 
individual.32 Ruins reveal the passage of time and the entropic inclination of nature.33  For industrial sites, 
this is representative of a deeply connected nature-culture relationship in that the ruins are products of 
both natural and cultural influences simultaneously. Many writings on the social and cultural value of 
ruins exist, but most importantly for the argument of significance in decay are John Ruskin’s Seven Lamps 
of Architecture and Alois Riegl’s The Cult of Monuments. Both writings identify the most significant 
characteristic of historic places as the visible passage of time in the materiality of the place. By this argument, 
decay by abandonment is an authentic representation of passing time, a perspective that is problematic for 
buildings in constant use that experience gentler processes of wear and patina. Nevertheless, it demonstrates 
27 Caitlin Desilvey and Tim Edensor. “Reckoning with Ruins,” in Progress in Human Geography. Vol. 37, Iss. 4 (2013): 465.
28 Barry Bluestone and Bennett Harrison. The Deindustrialization of America. (New York: Basic Books Inc Publishing, 1982), 6.
29 Dora Petursdottir and Bjornar Olsen. “An archeology of ruins,” in Ruin Memories: Materialities, Aesthetics and the 
Archaeology of the Recent Past (New York: Routledge, 2014), 3.
30 John. D.M. Arnold, Donald Lafreniere. “The Persistence of Time: Vernacular Preservation of the Postindustrial Landscape.” 
Change over Time 7, no. 1 (2017): 121.
31 Caitlin Desilvey and Tim Edensor. “Reckoning with Ruins,” in Progress in Human Geography. Vol. 37, Iss. 4 (2013): 465.
32 Christopher Woodward. In Ruins (New York: Vintage Books, 2001), 15.
33 Peter Latz. Rust Red: Landscape Park Duisburg-Nord. (Munich: Hirmer Publisher, 2016), 10.
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the early ideology of the value of decay that supports the usefulness of accepting it as a preservation 
approach. Many instances of “preserved” ruins from any time period draw a correlation between nature and 
culture, and in doing so establish a contradictory idea of heritage preservation: the very processes of natural 
decay work against the aim of preservation to halt material degradation. 
 Ruins are described as such due to their aesthetic characteristics of fragmented, decayed 
architecture, but because of this characterization the ruin becomes a distinct category of architectural 
aesthetics.34  Ruins today are widely perceived as corroded and degenerated places, however their value 
as encapsulations of the passage of time can be undermined by restorative physical intervention. The very 
marks of time on ruins are what prove the historical value of such places because the evidence of time also 
contains the evidence of culture over time.35  Ruins, as well as any old site, contain historical value that is not 
immediately recognizable in the built fabric, this value is ascribed to it through research and association with 
events, people, culture, etc. Age value, however, is part of the aesthetic of a decayed building; the age can be 
seen and tangibly recognized without in depth research.36
  Industrial sites in ruin provide a new aesthetic approach to interpretation, identified in arguments 
regarding the visceral reaction to a ruin. In industrial archeology, 
“…ruination – the most widespread, visually prominent, and publicly noticeable material 
manifestation of urban decay explored in contemporary archaeology …demonstrate how ruination 
and memorialization are still integral components of the physical fabric and social memories of places 
and people in contemporary cities that are less affected by processes of deindustrialization.”37 
Industrial ruins also represent a mourning process of understanding loss of original  intention, ambition, and 
history through the physical loss of material as the consequences of industrialization.38  Many post-industrial 
sites are termed wastelands in a shallow attempt to paint them as culturally and functionally obsolete. The 
negative portrayal of such sites has been argued to unnecessarily promote them and their surrounding areas 
as crime-ridden, disordered, and inefficient.39  Decay in some instances can also be reflective of societal 
inequities made visible in the urban landscape. While the narrative surrounding industrial sites, particularly 
those which have been abandoned, often reflects failure, the intentions behind industrialization did not 
anticipate such a negative downfall in environmental and economic health. This does not mean these sites are 
less significant in the physicality of American history, in fact it is exactly the unintended consequences that 
34 Carolyn Korsmeyer. “The Triumph of Time: Romanticism Redux.” The Journal of Aesthetics and Art Critics 72, no. 4 (2014): 
431.
35 Ibid, 429. 
36 Ibid, 430
37 Laura McAtackney and Krysta Ryzewski. Contemporary Archaeology and the City: Creativity, Ruination, and Political Action 
(Oxford, UK: Oxford University Press, 2017), 17.
38 Dan Barasch. Ruin and Redemption in Architecture (London, New York: Phaidon, 2019), 15.
39 Tim Edensor. Industrial Ruins: Spaces, Aesthetics and Materiality (Oxford & New York: Berg, 2005) 8.
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make these sites incredibly valuable in representing the disproportionate effects of deindustrialization.
 Industrial sites in ruin are visual timelines of shifting value associations, and in decay environmental 
value best defines their existing condition. The processes of natural growth visible in decay indicates a 
slow and natural remediation. Beyond evidential value of industrialization and its subsequent decline, 
industrial ruins promote a new landscape grown from decay.40  The ecology formed around industrial 
ruins can contribute to heritage value by a shifted understanding of environmental value present in the 
natural and cultural interplay that characterizes industrial ruins. In making room for the process of decay 
and the transformation it brings, the site is actively rejecting the usual fixation on maintenance involved in 
cultural memory.41  Industrial sites are more often than not situated within an open landscape, and upon 
abandonment these landscapes are reused productively by nature.42  Post-industrial sites fall into a category 
of landscapes termed by French garden designer Clément Gilles as the ‘third landscape’.43  As spaces that 
have been removed from regular human use or management, nature’s agency is made visible in their decay.44  
Industrial ruins are layered with natural and cultural influences, and understanding their importance through 
environmental value promotes a more truthful account of the historical dominance of these places. 
2.4 COMMON PRESERVATION APPROACHES
Preservation of industrial heritage sites typically documents the technical, economic, and social aspects of 
industrialization.45  Industrial places have been preserved, protected, reused, and reframed in many ways in 
preservation practice. Oevermann and Mieg describe a variety of perspectives from which industrial heritage 
sites can be used in the context of urban development: as testimony to the past, as urban landmarks or 
cultural landscapes, as built infrastructure or spatial resources, and as architectural or atmospheric space.46  
Some cases protect industrial sites as cultural landscapes, whether they are individual sprawling sites or a 
network of sites across a region. The industrial-cultural landscape frames industrial sites as highly valuable 
due to their spatial relationships with one another and with the urban fabric of the city.47  
 During the time when industrial sites have been acknowledged as heritage, it has been difficult 
to pinpoint a preservation approach that captures all that contributes to their value as heritage resources. 
40 Masaaki Okada. “Industrial Ruins,” in Industrial Heritage Re-tooled, ed. James Douet (Lancaster: Carnegie Publishing Ltd. 
2012), 149. 
41 Caitlin DeSilvey. Curated Decay. (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 2017), 103.
42 Peter Latz. Rust Red: Landscape Park Duisburg-Nord. (Munich: Hirmer Publisher, 2016), 7.
43 Matthew Gandy. “Entropy by Design: Gilles Clément, Parc Henri Matisse and the Limits to Avant-garde Urbanism” in 
International Journal of Urban and Regional Research 2012, 7. The third landscape is either abandoned space associated 
with past agricultural or industrial uses, natural spaces that have been scarcely modified by human activity, or designated forest 
preserves that are legally protected from human intervention.
44 Ibid, 7.






Because industrial architecture is often placed within a landscape of open space, machinery, and buildings, 
there are multiple resource types (monument, building, landscape) present in many industrial sites.48  The 
interconnected character of industrial sites are often not successfully captured because of the separation 
of resource type in heritage practice; each resource type tends to receive a different approach to its 
preservation.49  Industrial heritage is also still evaluated through the traditional significance criteria used in 
assessing other historical and architectural heritage, often elevating only the most significant sites or most 
intact sites to any level of protection.50  
 Managing and preserving industrial heritage typically involves, “…constituting a resource (selected 
traces and remains of previous activity) for one or more uses (study, care, representation).”51  Issues of 
authenticity and integrity always present in heritage discourse are also debated in industrial heritage 
preservation. Industrial sites have often undergone many changes throughout their use in order to fit 
changing technologies or have been reused, so integrity and authenticity are considered diminished by 
traditional preservation standards.52  Strategies for preserving these landscapes must involve specificity in all 
preservation approaches such that change, processes, networks, interactions, and products are considered 
equally of value to the physical materiality of the places themselves.53  Likewise, this thesis argues that 
the physicality rendered by processes of decay can be considered characteristic of the industrial heritage 
typology. 
 Heritage management and its approaches are not always conducive to the physical characteristics 
of industrial sites, particularly those of heavy industrial production. Heritage management and significance 
assessment widely applies the idea of the period of significance to define a set time period within which all of 
the site’s historic importance is captured. Applying a period of significance to any site freezes its importance 
in the past, and in doing so diminishes the value of any context or importance the site has gained since then 
or may gain in the future. Specifically for industrial heritage, this practice de-emphasizes the significance 
of industrial sites post-occupancy. While site alterations can gain significance in their own right, the idea of 
decay as a gradual environmental alteration at these sites currently does not fit into the structured use of the 
period of significance in practice. At industrial heritage sites in ruin, establishing a period of significance 
may hinder the argument for environmental value because the physical characteristics that embody that value 
48 Judith Alfrey and Tim Putnam. The Industrial Heritage: Managing Resources and Uses. (London & New York: Routledge, 
1992), 9.
49 Ibid, 9
50 Eusebi Casanelles. “TICCIH’s Charter for Industrial Heritage” in Industrial Heritage Re-tooled, ed. James Douet (Lancaster: 
Carnegie Publishing Ltd. 2012), 233. 
51 Judith Alfrey and Tim Putnam. The Industrial Heritage: Managing Resources and Uses. (London & New York: Routledge, 
1992), 1.
52 Eusebi Casanelles. “TICCIH’s Charter for Industrial Heritage” in Industrial Heritage Re-tooled, ed. James Douet (Lancaster: 
Carnegie Publishing Ltd. 2012), 233. 




emerged after the site was no longer in active industrial use. Preservation philosophies and approaches can 
potentially contribute to the discussion of environmental value.
Adaptive Reuse
Adaptive reuse is the preservation approach most commonly applied to the industrial heritage site typology 
with the prospect of creating a new use after the obsolescence of industrial use. Industrial heritage sites 
are most often examined for adaptive reuse for “…cultural and creative economic urban development.”54  
It is one of the few preservation approaches that actually considers a new future for buildings, as opposed 
to restoration which looks backward to a specific period of significance. However, adaptive reuse does not 
consider uses by non-humans.55  The approach also presents a controversial idea of preservation, often 
reducing the building to its material value as an existing building and neglecting to frame its historic or social 
context in the process. This is especially true of adaptive reuse of industrial heritage sites, where aesthetics of 
industrial architecture are compromised with new architectural interventions for redevelopment.56  
 Once sites of production in our society, industrial sites are popularly reused as cultural centers 
inhabited and activated with open green space, shops, art spaces, museums, and event venues. Take for 
instance the highly-regarded conversion of London’s Bankside Power Station into the Tate Modern art 
museum by Herzog & de Meuron, or the “revolutionary” conversion of the abandoned New York City 
elevated rail line into a public park known as the High Line by James Corner Field Operations. These 
projects were presented with the task of reusing industrial heritage sites that were abandoned and decaying, 
the results of which obliterate many connections to their historic uses and importance. The aesthetics of ruin 
and industry captured in these places is sometimes regarded as the perfect backdrop for emerging cultural 
practices, removing the negative connotations by wiping them clean. There are very few instances in which 
industrial heritage places, no matter their reuse, are left as-found, likely because the ecological process of 
decay has been largely distrusted by professionals in design fields.57  Designers and people in creative fields 
are, by profession and philosophy, inclined to creatively re-imagine abandoned spaces, especially those with 
striking industrial characteristics.58  
“Ironically, in the end, transformed architecture and infrastructure, while ushering in a new season 
of hope for forgotten spaces, also spells true death for the ruins themselves.”59  
54 Heike Oevermann and Harald A. Mieg. Industrial Heritage Sites in Transformation: Clash of Discourses. (New York & London: 
Routledge, 2015), 20.
55 Caitlin DeSilvey. Curated Decay. (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 2017), 20.
56 Judith Alfrey and Tim Putnam. The Industrial Heritage: Managing Resources and Uses. (London & New York: Routledge, 
1992), 18.
57 Matthew Gandy. “Entropy by Design: Gilles Clément, Parc Henri Matisse and the Limits to Avant-garde Urbanism” in 
International Journal of Urban and Regional Research 2012, 5.




Adaptive reuse of abandoned industrial spaces, even if there is an effort to preserve any level of original intent 
or subsequent decay, inherently ends that part of the building’s life and erases the visual connection with time 
that ruin affords. Industrial sites are targets for adaptive reuse for good reason, as they are typically located 
in city centers with easy access to transportation and other city amenities, and municipalities are quick to 
sell them because they are financially and legally burdensome as vacant, contaminated sites.60  Rehabilitating 
these places presents a problem for preserving their integrity, and in fact sometimes reuse, reconstruction, 
rehabilitation, and restoration at industrial sites can reduce their value as heritage resources.61  
 It should be distinguished that most industrial sites that are subject to reuse are loft buildings, 
administrative buildings, or otherwise architecturally ordered spaces because these buildings are easily 
convertible to residential or office units. Industrial sites of heavy production are unique in spatial 
configuration, and therefore much less likely to be reused. Increasingly industrial remnants are partially 
preserved, either becoming incorporated within a landscape or a redevelopment scheme.62  Industrial 
heritage sites similar to the case studies that will be discussed later are often preserved as part of a larger 
project like a waterfront redevelopment or as sculptures in open spaces. Although adaptive reuse focuses on 
restoring economic viability, the idea that natural growth can be considered a productive reuse is important 
to opening the possibilities to new industrial preservation approaches.
Sustainability in Preservation
Sustainability in preservation largely focuses on increasing energy efficiency through building retrofits 
and reducing the carbon footprint of buildings through preserving embodied energy and carbon. These 
efforts are important in developing more sustainable modes of practice, but the inclusion of environmental 
value would provide an additional framework to understanding sustainability and environmental narratives 
in preservation practice. Discourse on preservation and sustainability recognizes the importance of 
a strengthened nature-culture relationship, stating that, “Harmonizing the human social sphere and 
the current built environment with the natural world must become an important part of ecological 
sustainability.”63  Although Leifeste and Stiefel call for this interconnected approach to heritage, their 
elaboration on this idea does little to address cultural landscapes, post-industrial environmental remediation, 
or other ecology-based approaches to heritage in decay or abandonment. They focus instead on biophilic 
design principles, built environment performance retrofitting, and adaptive reuse, and there is no discussion 
of the possibility of non-human users of heritage. They also discuss five principles of Ecological Design: 
1) Solutions grow from place, 2) Ecological accent informs design, 3) Design with nature, 4) Every one 
60 Elizabeth Collaton and Charles Bartsch. “Industrial Site Reuse and Urban Redevelopment – An Overview.” U.S. Department of 
Housing and Urban Development, Cityscape: A Journal of Policy Development and Research 2, no. 3 (1996): 19.






[and culture] is a designer, 5) Make nature visible.64  In their discussion on restorative ecology within the 
built environment, they reference green roof installation, naturally occurring green roofs (on abandoned 
buildings/structures), natural heritage, and revitalization of ecologies, but again the emphasis is placed on 
designing these systems instead of recognizing their natural, spontaneous existence. Recognizing the value 
of nature’s agency to reuse abandoned industrial sites promotes a relational understanding of the ecological 
conditions as created by natural and cultural influences. 
 Discourse on sustainability in architecture and urbanism focuses almost exclusively on promoting 
new architecture, ignoring the vast existing urban landscape as part of the vision for a green city.65  Recently, 
the fields of architecture, art, and ecology have committed more interest in the “spontaneous” emergence 
of nature in urban places, especially in abandoned or interstitial spaces, which could indicate a change in 
the way people interact with and appreciate nature.66  An approach rooted in inclusion of both social and 
ecological systems is vital for preservation and rehabilitation of the built environment.67 Ecological inclusion 
can take many forms, but specifically at abandoned industrial sites, new ecological processes take place over 
a contaminated man-made landscape. Management and reuse of industrial sites with ecological processes 
already working on them must consider the conservation of nature as equal to the preservation of historic 
fabric. The presence of ruins in urban areas has also been argued to represent a physical critique of the 
separation of nature and culture in cities today.68  Weaving natural uses and cultural uses in the preservation 
of abandoned heritage places begins to address this separation.
 The history of industrialization is not a green history, presenting great difficulty in arguing the 
potential for industrial sites to become environmentally sustainable places despite their toxic past.69  In 
keeping with the earlier discussion of the theory and aesthetic of ruin, it has been argued that the process of 
decay of built fabric can be considered an ecological process. The process of preservation, while inherently 
sustainability-oriented, requires energy intensive processes in protecting built heritage.70  Ruins, on the 
other hand, are preserved passively through their obsolescence, meaning that no work is expended on them 
to continue their existence. Ruins often exist in a landscape, and come to be understood as an extension of 
64 Amalia Leifeste and Barry L. Stiefel. Sustainable Heritage: Merging Environmental Conservation and Historic Preservation. 
(New York, London: Routledge, 2018), 148.
65 Heike Oevermann and Harald A. Mieg. Industrial Heritage Sites in Transformation: Clash of Discourses. (New York & London: 
Routledge, 2015), 54.
66 Matthew Gandy. “Entropy by Design: Gilles Clément, Parc Henri Matisse and the Limits to Avant-garde Urbanism” in 
International Journal of Urban and Regional Research 2012, 4.
67 Amalia Leifeste and Barry L. Stiefel. Sustainable Heritage: Merging Environmental Conservation and Historic Preservation. 
(New York, London: Routledge, 2018), 11.
68 Catherine Heatherington. “The qualities of derelict, Underused and neglected sites” in Reimagining Industrial Sites: Changing 
Histories and Landscapes. (Routlege, 2017), 15.
69 Heike Oevermann and Harald A. Mieg. Industrial Heritage Sites in Transformation: Clash of Discourses. (New York & London: 
Routledge, 2015), 56.
70 Caitlin DeSilvey. Curated Decay. (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 2017), 11.
20
STRICKER
that landscape through the aesthetic of their decay.71  It is the perceived relationship between the building’s 
decay and its landscape which represents and re-contextualizes historical experiences of that place.72  In 
essence, embracing decay as an environmental process celebrates the historic associations at the site, 
creates space for new positive associations to be fostered with the site, and expends less energy than many 
preservation interventions. 
 At industrial sites, environmental remediation often takes precedent over historic preservation.73  
Temple argues that the presence of industrial sites, especially those in decay, provide an opportunity to 
physically represent and reflect the abuse of natural resources and the detriment caused to the environment 
in the process.74  Their disuse indicates a physical and historical account of shifting technology and societal 
priorities.75  Industrialization largely created the ecological conditions presently characterizing post-
industrial sites, but the same ecologies which persisted despite destructive activities are now threatened 
by the desire to demolish and erase marks of industrialization.76  Natural environments are altered because 
their physicality becomes intertwined with the physicality of production and industrialization.77  Then, when 
the industrial economy collapses, environments are again altered because their physicality again changes. 
In this second stage of the relationship between environment and industry, conditions change in the form 
of abandonment and decay. In other words, the environment shifts from being actively changed to passively 
changed. The natural systems working in decay of industrial ruins contribute to their significance by 
displaying destruction and regrowth.
 There are precedents for re-introducing nature into industrial sites through nature conservation 
programs, a process called re-naturate.78  This process does not include the industrial objects as part of the 
landscape, opting for a representation of nature that is not in relationship with any un-natural elements.79  
Instead of keeping the industrial elements as part of the re-naturing process, they are removed, essentially 
ignoring the importance of the industrial past. Some industrial sites are reused as parks that incorporate 
elements of the long abandoned industry into the fabric of the new use, although even in this case, the 
natural decay is not often utilized as part of the park and is instead replaced with a designed landscape. 
Reuse of these sites as open green space requires initial remediation of pollution, but also continues to work 
71 Kerstin Barndt. “Memory Traces of an Abandoned Set of Futures,” in Ruins of Modernity, ed. Julia Hell and Andres Schonle 
(Durham and London: Duke University Press 2010), 271.
72 Ibid, 271.
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to improve the health of the site over time.80  Even in attempts to designate heritage sites as landscapes or 
natural wilderness reserves, the idea of nature conservation comes with a different approach to conservation 
and intervention while the idea of preservation inherently involves protection of the original fabric.81  
 Before any preservation decisions are made, when the site sits abandoned and left to natural 
processes, the most authentic concept of nature and ruin occurs. Plant species that emerge on land that 
has been removed from a previously natural state are known as ruderal species.82  At industrial sites, these 
plant species are very rare, growing with the help of the lingering raw materials and contamination.83  The 
idea of wilderness implies something that has always existed without disturbance and without management, 
but wilderness in ruins emerges after the site has been removed from wilderness, brought into urbanity, 
and slowly again transitions to new wilderness.84  This is a distinct ecological condition with environmental 
value in its own right. Many industrial sites sit empty and decaying for decades while natural growth occurs, 
but brownfield sites are not considered valuable as urban green space, even if they are entirely covered 
with naturally occurring plant life.85  The relationship between nature and culture is present in decaying 
industrial places, an ambiguity between human interventions on the landscape and natural processes of 
decay.86  Distinct ecological conditions created by industrial materials and industrial decay are important in 
characterizing this specific period of time, when nature re-emerges on altered land, and this distinct ecology 
should be a character-defining feature of industrial heritage places. 
Precedents of Environmental Reuse of Industrial Heritage Sites
There are barriers to the success of forward-thinking preservation ideas at industrial heritage sites. Since 
many sites in question are contaminated due to their original use, the process of reuse is expensive and time 
consuming.87  In many cases of abandonment, the remnants of the site remain in ruin exactly for this reason. 
Arguments making the case for the significance of modern ruins suggest that heritage discourse and practice 
must become more flexible to accommodate sites without overemphasizing the importance to assign identity, 
recount history, or return usefulness to ruined sites.88  Heritage value of industrial ruins is manifested not 
only in the social structure of surrounding neighborhoods and the broad narrative of urban development and 
land use, but also in the natural processes of the environment that have returned and intertwined with the 
80 Peter Latz. Rust Red: Landscape Park Duisburg-Nord. (Munich: Hirmer Publisher, 2016), 10.
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structures that once disrupted those processes.
 There are few examples of protected sites that include the characteristics of decay as part of heritage 
significance. Even when the natural attributes of sites are considered, there have not been successful 
examples of heritage places whose environmental value is the driving force in the preservation process. 
The following precedents are preservation projects that are most closely related to the argument for 
industrial ruins and their environmental value, and each project will show challenges and shortcomings of 
environmental preservation outcomes. 
Duisburg Nord Landscape Park - Germany’s Ruhr District
In Germany’s Ruhr District, industrial heritage was used to incite a regional overhaul of post-industrial 
space and the perceptions surrounding that space. The Duisburg Nord Landscape Park (Figure 1), 
transformed between 1991 and 2002, has been discussed as the largest project in which industrial heritage 
was successful in recontextualizing the collective memory of publics connected to the region. The Ruhr’s 
industrial activity began in the late 18th century and dominated the region until around the 1980s when 
coal mining operations began to decline followed by the international collapse of the steel industry.89  The 
regional plan and incremental implementation beginning in 1991 included the visionary landscape design of 
Peter Latz through his advocacy for an industrial nature. Its success is due partly to the residents of the region 
who were determined to change the perception of their heritage as “dirty and ugly.”90  In fact, advocates for 
protection of industrial heritage resources in the region began almost as soon as deindustrialization began, 
and now there are over 3,500 industrial heritage resources listed in Germany.91  From these bottom up 
efforts, the German government quickly acted to draft policies to protect industrial heritage and incorporate 
these resources into regional and local urban planning. 
 This project exhibits a positive outcome of prioritizing the environment in the preservation process; 
the protection of the industrial heritage and the natural environment were connected early in the planning 
process.92  As is often the outcome of large-scale, highly visible preservation efforts, the area has become 
heavily trafficked through the tourism industry. While the use of industrial heritage for regional identity has 
afforded the population a physical history, preservation professionals have criticized the level, process, and 
aesthetic of intervention with the physical fabric of the region for being de-historicized.93  The landscape 
design of the Duisberg Nord Landscape Park, while experimental in its approach and sensitive in its 
application, is still designed; natural decay was not entirely embraced here (Figure 2). 








Figure 1 Blast furnaces surrounded by re-natured site within Duisburg Nord Landscape Park, designed by landscape architect 
Peter Latz (Source: Gustav Sommer)
Figure 2  Elevated platform and foundation growing in natural decay alongside new pedestrian path and designed ecology within 
Duisburg Nord Landscape Park, designed by landscape architect Peter Latz (Source: Gustav Sommer)
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Illinois & Michigan Canal National Heritage Area
The Illinois & Michigan Canal, recognized for its historical importance as an engineered waterway vital 
to transportation and industrialization, was the first area to be designated as a National Heritage Area in 
the U.S. The heritage area tool is a contextual frame of heritage that defines the characteristics of a region 
without placing regulatory preservation protections on any of the resources within it. It follows the path 
of the canal and includes sites along it that are vital to the understanding of the canal’s influence as an 
engineered waterway and as part of a regional industrial system. The abandoned Damen Slios along the south 
branch of the Chicago River and the ruin of Joliet Steel (now known as the Joliet Iron Works Historic Site) at 
its far southern boundary are two industrial ruins that contribute to the significance of the heritage area.
 The Joliet Iron Works Historic Site is of particular importance in supporting the argument for 
environmental value at industrial heritage sites. U.S. Steel opened the location in 1869, and it remained 
operational until the 1930s when it closed.94  U.S. Steel promptly removed the blast furnaces and other 
industrial fixtures, leaving only the foundations to decay until this day. The remaining buildings on the 
site were documented for the Historic American Engineering Record in 1968.95  The company owned the 
property until 1989 when it was donated to the Corporation for Open Lands for inclusion in the Illinois and 
Michigan Canal National Heritage Area Boundary.96  This site is preserved in ruin as a public forest preserve, 
the only intervention with the site was the insertion of a paved path alongside the industrial remnants and 
interpretive signage explaining the historical uses of each remnant. There are no fences or boundaries 
delineating where visitors are allowed to be, only signs that warn of the dangers of the ruins before them. 
While natural decay is a visible characteristic of this site, there is no mention of the value of its distinct 
ecological condition. As the signage at the site only interprets historic importance without any explanation 
of its existing condition, it seems that the natural and cultural value of decay was not important to the 
contextualization of the site.
The High Line - New York City
New York City’s High Line is an adaptive reuse of an obsolete elevated rail line into an elevated public park 
designed by the landscape architecture firm of James Corner Field Operations. The New York Central 
Railroad built the High Line in 1929, and it was in use until around the 1950s and 1960s when highway 
transportation began replacing railroad transportation.97  The community advocacy group Friends of the 
High Line formed in 1999 with the goal of preserving and reusing the space as a park.98  By this time, a 
spontaneous landscape had emerged and thrived atop the outmoded and decayed industrial structure, 
undisturbed by the city below it. Friends of the High Line and the City of New York held a design 
competition, eventually choosing James Corner Field Operations to design the park that exists today. Its 
94 “I&M Canal NHC Interpretive Plan,” (2005), 7.
95 Joliet Iron & Steel Company, Joliet Works HAER IL-57. Historic American Engineering Record, 1968.
96 Canal Corridor Commission. I&M Canal NHC Interpretive Plan. (U.S. Department of the Interior, 2005) 7.




Figure 3 Map of the Illinois and Michigan Canal National Heritage Area in Illinois (Source: Illinois and Michigan Canal National 
Heritage Area website iandmcanal.org)
Figure 4  Joliet Steel ruins, 2020 (Source: Gwen Stricker)
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reuse as a public open space has been highly influential of the increased economic vitality of the surrounding 
Chelsea neighborhood since it opened in 2009. 
 The project was successful in that it preserved the structure and capitalized on its heritage value to 
influence economic value of surrounding real estate. It’s reuse as a promenade was also compatible with its 
historic use as a railway, except now instead of transporting freight trains it transports people. When the 
High Line’s redesign was completed in 2009, the surrounding built environment afforded unobstructed 
views in almost every direction due to the relatively low height. However, the High Line was made possible 
through the sale of undeveloped air rights above it, which were sold to properties directly adjacent to the 
park. News and journal articles following its completion warned of the dangers this model could bring, such 
as this statement from 2011: 
“Much of the High Line’s present magic stems from its passing through an historic industrial 
cityscape roughly the same age as the viaduct, supplemented by private tenement backyards and 
the poetic grunge of taxi garages. It would make a huge different if High Line walkers were to feel 
trapped in a canyon of spanking new high-rise condos….”99 
This is exactly what happened. World famous architects jumped at the opportunity to leave their mark along 
a wildly popular New York City promenade, closing in around the elevated landscape and compromising its 
industrial urban context. 
 The period of time when the High Line was left abandoned and decaying, between the end of its use 
as a railway and the beginning of its reuse as a park, is most valuable to the thesis research. The emergence 
of natural decay and ecological growth atop the abandoned structure characterized the High Line as an 
industrial ruin in the urban landscape of New York City. The idea to preserve it as a park and the aesthetic of 
the park’s design was highly influenced by the period of disuse and the landscape that grew from its decay. 
Even in an analysis of the High Line as a case of sustainable heritage practice, the focus is on “robust natural 
ecosystem” that had established itself on the abandoned rail line, failing to acknowledge that the subsequent 
design of the High Line elevated park completely obliterated the natural ecology that had emerged, replacing 
it with highly designed and purposeful insertions of plants evocative of the wilderness being replaced.100  
Similar critiques of the project illuminate the irony of taking inspiration from the ecology that reused the 
ruined High Line, but removing and controlling every aspect of the wild and decayed aesthetic.101  The High 
Line today is, “…a designed approximation of an urban wilderness.”102  Why was there a need to approximate 
what had already existed naturally? Why take inspiration from something in replacing it instead of utilizing 
99 Phillip Lopate. “Above Grade: On the High Line.” Places Journal, November 2011.
100 Amalia Leifeste and Barry L. Stiefel. Sustainable Heritage: Merging Environmental Conservation and Historic Preservation. 
(New York, London: Routledge, 2018), 157.
101 Tom Baker. “The Garden on the Machine,” in Deconstructing the High Line: Post-Industrial Urbanism and the Rise of the 




Figure 5 The High Line in natural decay, 2002 (Source: Joel Sternfeld)
Figure 6  The High Line after design intervention, 2018 (Source: Timothy Schenck, Friends of the High Line)
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it and protecting it? As it is understood in the context of nature and decay in this research, while the High 
Line was inspired by the idea that nature can reclaim urban space, in the end the natural reclamation was 
squandered and controlled beyond recognition of its decay and wilderness.
Strengths & Weaknesses
Briefly discussing these completed preservation projects reveals areas where their approach aligns with the 
framework suggested as part of this research. As seen below, none of these projects identified environmental 
value in preserving and designing intervention. Although the outcomes of these projects may be perceived to  
have identified the value of spontaneous landscapes present in industrial decay, the point of this comparison 
is to show that it was not an instrumental part of the approach. It also reveals that these projects largely did 
not aim to improve public health or reconcile the environmental injustices of industrial activity. 






















INDUSTRIAL HERITAGE IN CHICAGO
CHAPTER THREE
3.1 HISTORY OF CHICAGO’S INDUSTRIAL HERITAGE SITES
Chicago’s history is one of economic growth through innovations in transportation and industry. Early 
urban growth for the city began in the 1830s when merchants settled the location on Lake Michigan as the 
origin point of both the Mississippi River and the Saint Lawrence River, just as the Erie Canal was in the 
works providing transportation from the East Coast to the Midwest.103  Before this, the natural prairie land 
and lakeside marsh and wetlands were occupied by Native American tribes, followed by French and English 
traders and the military Fort Dearborn.104  By the 1840s, railroads connected the city with the flat prairie 
and farmland of Illinois, Indiana, and Wisconsin, as well as the farther east and west coasts for trading.105  
After the railroads provided greater connectivity, the Illinois & Michigan canal was constructed and opened 
in 1848, connecting Chicago with St. Louis.106  As part of the canal construction, the Chicago River was 
extended around the city’s center, influencing the location of many of the city’s most productive industrial 
sites. Further growth of the city came by way of the railroad boom of the 1850s.107  Agricultural products 
came to Chicago by train and canal, and this influenced the first industrial activities in the area: processing 
grain and meatpacking.108  The marshland in the area was considered of low value during the rapid industrial 
growth of Chicago, and beginning in 1865 marshes were drained and backfilled to create more land area 
for industrial use.109  Smaller grain trading began to occur on the Southside along the Chicago River, a 
geographic market which was later replaced by the large grain processing mills, elevators, and silos.  
 The development of Chicago as a strong industrial economic center restructured the natural 
environment that existed pre-development and simultaneously shifted ecologies through the creation of an 
urban-rural separation and relationship.110  By the mid-19th century, much of Chicago’s natural wetlands 
and marshes had been destroyed in the shaping of the city. It was also around this time that Chicago had 
become the advantageous location for the production of iron and steel, beginning in 1868 with the opening 
103 Harold M. Mayer and Richard C. Wade. Chicago: Growth of a Metropolis. (Chicago & London: The University of Chicago 
Press, 1969), 3.
104 Ibid, 6.
105 William Cronon. Nature’s Metropolis. (New York & London: W.W. Norton & Co., 1991), 97.
106 Ibid, 65.




110 William Cronon. Nature’s Metropolis. (New York & London: W.W. Norton & Co., 1991): 265.
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of the first pig iron manufacturer in the city, the Chicago Iron Ore Company.111  The 1871 Chicago Fire, 
which destroyed over 3 square miles of the city, influenced a frantic period of rebuilding and growth for the 
city in the following decade.112  The production of steel within the city enabled speedy recovery after the fire, 
and the steel industry very quickly become the most economically dominant industry for Chicago. While the 
steel mills first located on the north side of the city, industrial expansion soon influenced relocation to the 
south side. 
 The industrial economy in Chicago drove the city for nearly 100 years before the decline of industrial 
activity around 1980. The city is home to some of the firsts in industrial city planning, such as the Pullman 
District, which was the first company town in the United States, as well as the Central Manufacturing District, 
which was one of the first planned industrial parks in the country. These industrial sites are organized around 
major waterways and railroad lines, strategically connecting the regional industrial network. Today, there 
are a few early industrial sites still functioning along with the evolution of new industries, preserving the 
manufacturing economy of the city. 
3.2 INDUSTRIAL LAND USE AND PLANNING
111 William Cronon. Nature’s Metropolis. (New York & London: W.W. Norton & Co., 1991): 312. 
112 Harold M. Mayer and Richard C. Wade. Chicago: Growth of a Metropolis. (Chicago & London: The University of Chicago 
Press, 1969): 122.
Figure 7 Map of Chicago’s built and natural features in 1812, north is right (Source: Newberry Library)
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 Industrial sites are 
so interwoven with the urban 
development of Chicago that today 
they characterize much of the city’s 
architectural character outside of The 
Loop. These sites are representative 
of Chicago’s capital growth and 
subsequent shift in economy, and as 
such can be argued to hold heritage 
value for the city.113  Industrial 
heritage is a planning challenge 
because of its connection to early 
land-use policy in the United States, 
and preserving industrial heritage 
is equally intertwined with urban 
planning issues.114  Industrially-zoned 
land, especially in Chicago, is not 
easily re-zoned, and in the case of 
heritagization of an industrial site, 
the question of zoning becomes more 
complex. The Chicago Department 
of Planning and Development 
determined  24 industrial corridors 
(Figure 8)  in 1990 with the goal of 
outlining industrial zones for planning 
and development of manufacturing 
uses, deeming the manufacturing 
(M) land use category vital to Chicago’s economic strength.115  These corridors cover 12% of the city’s land 
area that today offers existing industrial land for new or expanding manufacturing uses.116  The creation of 
the industrial corridors provided a tool to trigger a planning review whenever an application was submitted 
to rezone an industrial property within the corridor boundaries.117  Chicago’s industrial zones fall under a 
categorization of zoning known as  Planned Manufacturing Districts (PMD). There are 15 PMDs across the 
city, some of which incorporate all or portions of the industrial corridors previously mentioned. 
113 William Cronon. Nature’s Metropolis. (New York & London: W.W. Norton & Co., 1991), 264.
114 Heike Oevermann and Harald A. Mieg. Industrial Heritage Sites in Transformation: Clash of Discourses. (New York & 
London: Routledge, 2015), 3.
115 North Branch Industrial Corridor Framework and Design Guidelines. City of Chicago (2017), 14.
116 Chicago Sustainable Industries. Resources: Industrial Corridors. 20.
117 Ibid, 20.







 Chicago Landmarks, the city’s regulatory body responsible for the preservation of Chicago’s 
heritage places, has not engaged with the opportunity to preserve the city’s industrial heritage. Despite the 
importance of industry in shaping the urban landscape of the city, the value conflicts inherent in obsolete 
industrial sites have thus far prevented Chicago Landmarks from designating sites of production. Within the 
boundaries of the city’s industrial corridors, there are only 15 landmarks, 10 of which are bridges (Figure 9). 
These resources include several industrial lofts, warehouses, and worker houses that have been designated 
as landmarks or landmark districts, such as the Union Stockyards Gate and the surrounding Central 
Manufacturing District or the Pullman Historic District.  Production facilities, however, have not been 
recognized as valuable heritage resources worthy of regulatory recognition and protection. 
 Chicago Landmarks completed an Historic Themes Analysis in 2019, which was a comprehensive 
review of the city’s existing landmarks using the thematic framework methodology developed by the National 
Park Service.118  The Historic Themes Analysis broke Chicago’s landmarks into the following themes: 
Peopling Places; Creating Social Institutions and Movements; Expressing Cultural Values; Shaping the 
Political Landscape; Developing the American Economy; Expanding Science and Technology; Transforming 
118 “Thematic Framework Analysis for Chicago Landmarks.” Chicago Department of Planning and Development. https://www.
chicago.gov/city/en/depts/dcd/provdrs/hist/svcs/historic-themes-analysis-of-chicago-landmarks.html














the Environment; and Changing Role of the United States in the World Community.119  Particular to this 
research, the theme ‘Developing the American Economy’ encompasses industrial heritage resources and is 
valuable in understanding whether the designated sites accurately represent Chicago’s history and people. 
Of the city’s 353 individual landmarks and 60 landmark districts, 95 individual landmarks and 16 landmark 
districts fall under the ‘Developing the American Economy’ theme. This is a misleadingly high number, 
and upon further investigation it is discerned that most of the resources in this category are commercial 
high-rises, mansions of company owners, banks, bridges, and company headquarters. In actuality, only 8 
landmarks have any relation to industrial uses, and none of them were sites of heavy industrial production 
(See Appendix 1). The Inland Steel Building, which was Inland Steel’s headquarters in Chicago’s downtown, 
is the only designated landmark related to the steel industry, and this corporate office building is far from 
representative of the production facilities that are the topic of this research. Overall, this is evidence that 
Chicago’s landmarks are vastly under-representative of the importance that heavy industry, particularly the 
steel industry, had in shaping the built environment, economic prosperity, and social relationships. 
3.3 CALUMET INDUSTRIAL CORRIDOR
Of the 26 industrial corridors designated around the City of Chicago, the Calumet Industrial Corridor 
was the center for steel production in the city. In the peak of the steel industry, there were 5 steel mills 
functioning within its boundaries, employing most of Southeast Chicago. Although the industries still 
functioning today are almost exclusively industries other than steel, the remains of two steel mills are 
extant due to their toxicity and relatively low development pressure in the neighborhood. Not only did the 
steel industry dominate the landscape, but it also shaped the landscape. Eventually all of the steel mills of 
the area would locate along the banks of the Calumet River, and their waste would be used to fill in large 
portions of the natural wetland to increase land area for industrial use.120  Today, none of these historic steel 
mills function any longer. Some industries smaller in scale than the powerhouse of the steel industry from 
decades earlier utilize land along the Calumet River. There were twenty-five superfund sites in the Calumet 
Region in the 1990s, and today there is still a cluster of land that is not clean enough to be removed from the 
superfund list.121  Seeing as this area is the only industrial corridor in the city that has superfund sites within 
its boundaries, investment has been systematically prevented in the industrial neighborhood.122
 The toxicity of industrial activity in Southeast Chicago influenced further environmental inequities in 
the area. The Calumet Industrial Corridor became the dumping ground for industrial waste from around the 
119 “Thematic Framework Analysis for Chicago Landmarks.” Chicago Department of Planning and Development. https://www.
chicago.gov/city/en/depts/dcd/provdrs/hist/svcs/historic-themes-analysis-of-chicago-landmarks.html
120 Christine J. Walley. Exit 0: Family and Class in Postindustrial Chicago. (Chicago & London: The University of Chicago 
Press, 2013), 125.
121 Ibid, 127. The superfund designation of large areas of Southeast Chicago prevented any economic investment in the area. All 
post-industrial sites in Chicago experienced a lack of investment or development due largely to zoning and site clean up, however 




city in the 1970s and 1980s after regulations tightened on waste deposited in Lake Michigan.123 Even today, 
the Army Corp of Engineers continues to deposit toxic sediment dredged from the mouth of the Calumet 
River onto a site called the Chicago Area Confined Disposal Area.124 Despite efforts by local advocacy 
organizations to end toxic dumping in the area, the Army Corps has stated that this site will be expanded, and 
they will continue dumping there until 2042.125 The area’s toxicity continues to place it at a disadvantage for 
public improvement projects, causing ongoing concerns for public health.
 
 In the mid 1990s, the Calumet Region (Figure 10) was proposed as a National Heritage Area for 
its social, historical, and natural resources, an effort which is ongoing.126  A heritage area was deemed most 
fitting for the region because the framework for designation and management mixes cultural and natural 
resources. In 1999 as a result of the effort to designate the region, the Calumet Heritage Partnership and 
the Lake Calumet Ecosystem Partnership formed. In 2018 a feasibility study for designating the Calumet 
National Heritage Area was released outlining the chronology of the initiative, the significance of the 
region, its history, and the management strategy. This study recognizes the significance of the Calumet 
Region as being intimately tied to the ways in which industrial land use irreversibly changed the natural 
landscape, calling upon the contrasting natural and industrial attributes as indicative of an American life and 
landscape.127  The study broke the significance of the region into themes that define its character in ways 
that attempt to give power to the complexities of nature and culture; the themes are Nature Reworked: The 
123 Ibid, 121. Most of Chicago’s waste today is stored in Southeast Chicago.
124 Ava Tomasula y Garcia. “Possible Landscapes,” in Belt Mag (January 6, 2020).
125 Ibid.
126 Stanley Ziemba. “Calumet area still waits for spot in history.” Chicago Tribune (October 24, 1999).
127 Calumet Heritage Partnership. Calumet National Heritage Area Feasibility Study (2018), 9.




Calumet’s Diverse Landscape; Innovation and Change for Industries and Workers; and Crucible of Working 
Class and Ethnic Cultures. 
 The Calumet Heritage Area grounds its significance in, “…how the natural world was changed 
to make way for industry, transportation, and peoples from across the country and around the world.”128  
Although the study emphasizes the interrelationship of the natural environment and the industrial urban 
environment as its reason for national listing, there is no discussion of preserving this relationship in the 
sites where this dichotomy is most evident: abandoned industrial sites in decay. These sites are exactly where 
nature was “reworked” and where it continues to work despite the exploitation of pre-industrial ecologies in 
the region. 
 




ANALYSIS THROUGH CASE STUDIES: U.S. STEEL SOUTH WORKS AND 
ACME COKE PLANT 
CHAPTER FOUR
4.1 HISTORY AND CONTEXT OF CASE STUDIES
The culmination of this research will be applied to sites in Chicago that were selected due to their 
abandonment, decay, and natural growth. The two case sites to examine the potential outcomes of assessing 
environmental value at industrial heritage places are the U.S. Steel South Works site and the Acme Coke 
Plant. South Works and Acme are located in the Calumet Industrial Corridor and the larger boundary of the 
Calumet Region where the steel industry dominated the urban landscape from the late 19th century into 
the early 21st century. Despite the importance of these sites as the only remnants of the steel heritage of the 
area, they are abandoned industrial ruins. The characteristics of their decay are the focus of environmental 
value assessment, as distinct ecologies have grown in their decay.
 The history of these case sites are related to one another, and understanding their industrial 
processes is important to understanding their decay (Figure 11). U.S. Steel South Works began in 1880 
as the second location of the North Chicago Rolling Company (Figure 12).129  The ownership and name of 
South Works changed in the first 20 years of operation from Carnegie Steel to Illinois Steel and eventually 
United States Steel. As part of the formation of U.S. Steel by J.P. Morgan, several steel companies in 
Chicago were absorbed by U.S. Steel, and the North Chicago Rolling Company was one of them.130  
Originally occupying 73 acres, the South Works site was expanded to 575 acres by backfilling the shore of 
Lake Michigan using slag.131  The ore bins, additional blast furnaces, and a barge slip were located on this 
expanded land (Figure 13). On average, South Works employed 15,000 employees each year, with its peak 
employment being 20,000.132  Employees working at South Works were ethnically diverse, reflective of the 
overall settlement of Chicago by Irish, Polish, and Swedish immigrants. U.S. Steel closed its South Works 
129 Rod Sellers. Chicago’s Southeast Side Industrial History. (Southeast Historical Society: 2006), 15.
130 Mark R. Wilson. U.S. Steel Corp. (The Electronic Encyclopedia of Chicago: 2005).
131 Stella Brown. South Works Deep Geological Study; The Human Role in the Formation of South Works: Iron, Limes & Slag. 
(Chicago Park District, Public Art Initiative: 2018), 2.
132 Rod Sellers. Chicago’s Southeast Side Industrial History. (Southeast Historical Society: 2006), 15.
Figure 11  Timeline of the case sites’ history. (Source: Gwen Stricker)
U.S. Steel South Works
Acme Coke Plant
Figure 13  Ore bins at U.S. Steel South Works c.1955 (Source: Southeast Chicago Historical Society Collection, Illinois Digital 
Archive)
Figure 12  Blast furnaces at South Works c.1885 when the site was still operating as North Rolling Company (Source: Southeast 





site in 1992, and much of the site was demolished shortly thereafter. While there have been a few attempts to 
sell the site to a developer in the last decade, many deals have fallen through and U.S. Steel remains the owner 
of the site.  
 The Acme Coke Plant, located downstream from South Works along the Calumet River, began in 
1908 as the Federal Furnace Company (Figure 14).133  In 1917,  Interlake Steel formed as a merger between 
three companies: By Products Coke Corporation, Federal Furnace, and Acme Steel.134  These three sites 
operated as one company until 1984 
when Acme broke out of Interlake, 
remaining open until 2001.135  Coke 
was a byproduct of the steel-making 
process, and the Acme Coke Plant 
worked to reuse this excess material 
for other production uses. Chicago’s 
last remaining blast furnace, a 
massive mechanical structure 
necessary for steel making, was 
located at the Acme Coke Plant until 
it was demolished in 2004.136  
 Industrial growth in this 
area of Chicago was influenced 
by the natural advantages of the 
geographic location, and the 
landscape was subsequently shaped 
by this rapid growth. The Calumet 
River branches from Lake Michigan in this region of Chicago, with its mouth beginning just south of the 
U.S. Steel South Works site today and stretching east into Indiana. In its original state, it was part of the 
health of the marshy wetlands in the region. As industrial uses began taking over land use in the area, the 
natural Calumet River became increasingly engineered (Figure 15). The Calumet region was developed and 
occupied by industrial uses and laborers around the 1870s when the mouth of the river was dredged by the 
federal government to create Calumet Harbor along the shore of Lake Michigan, and eventually the flow of 
the Calumet was reversed for sanitary drinking water.137  Industries began popping up along the river in the 
133 Ibid, 31.
134 Ibid, 30.
135 Rod Sellers. Chicago’s Southeast Side Industrial History. (Southeast Historical Society: 2006), 30. 
136 Ibid, 30.
137 Harold M. Mayer and Richard C. Wade. Chicago: Growth of a Metropolis. (Chicago & London: The University of Chicago 
Press, 1969): 186.
Figure 14  Overall view of Acme Coke Plant, date unknown (Source: Southeast 
Chicago Historical Society Collection, Illinois Digital Archives)
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Figure 15  Real estate plot map of land around the Calumet River, 
1873 (Source: Chicago Historical Society, ICHi-37479)
mid 1870s, starting with Brown Ironworks and followed by U.S. Rolling Stock Company and North Chicago 
Rolling Company’s South Works.138  Of course to accommodate growing industry and advancing railroad 
technologies, steel bridges had to be constructed to replace timber-frame bridges crossing the Calumet 
River, and many of these bridges had to serve several functions and modes of transportation.139  
 In the late nineteenth century, increasing land area became a priority in the Calumet area of 
Southeast Chicago. In order to accommodate this demand, the natural wetlands in the area were backfilled 
using waste material from steel manufacturing 
called slag.140  The land South Works occupied 
is entirely man-made from slag back filling, 
extending the land out into Lake Michigan 
between 1880 and again in 1922.141  As the 
priority to develop industrial land persisted, 
the Calumet River was eventually entirely 
surrounded by industrial activities (Figure 16). 
This time period also saw major growth of the 
neighborhood from an increasingly diverse 
immigrant community that flocked to the area 
for steel mill jobs.142 
 When these two sites were operating, 
along with the other steel mills in Southeast 
Chicago, most of the employees lived in the 
surrounding residential neighborhoods. 
Because of the proximity between where they 
lived and worked, they shared a strong sense 
of community. Steel mill employees spent long 
hours working together at the mills, and lived amongst one another in the neighborhoods. The steel industry 
dominated daily life much like it dominated the urban landscape of Southeast Chicago, especially since the 
blast furnaces and smoke stacks towered over the one- and two-story single-family homes that steelworkers 
owned. Steelworking was strenuous labor, and the employees found their resilience in the shared experience 
of each other, the steel industry’s working class. Southeast Chicago’s industrial laborer communities, “…
developed distinctive identities strongly shaped by physical, economic, and social attachments to nearby 
138 Cynthia L. Ogorek. Along the Calumet River. (South Carolina: Arcadia Publishing, 2004), 47.
139 Ibid, 53.
140 Stella Brown. South Works Deep Geological Study; The Human Role in the Formation of South Works: Iron, Limes & Slag. 
(Chicago Park District, Public Art Initiative: 2018), 2.
141 Ibid, 2.
142 Ibid, 12.
Figure 16  Calumet land use in 1969, turquoise blue indicates industrial land use which is clearly dominating the Calumet River 





industry.”143  Steelworkers also shared in the societal and economic consequences of deindustrialization; 
mill closings and company bankruptcies caused massive job loss and community devastation in Southeast 
Chicago.144  The collective experience of resilience within this steelworking community frames the 
importance of the built remnants representative of their class struggle and industrial labor.
Environmental Conditions
Clean up and environmental advocacy are deeply rooted in the history of the Calumet River and its ecological 
network. River clean-ups were first organized in the 1920s, eventually forming a Calumet Clean Streams 
Committee dedicated to the health of the river’s ecology.145  This committee secured federal Works Progress 
Administration funds in the late 1930s as part of the New Deal to execute a large-scale removal effort of 
industrial debris.146  By the 1980s, the Grand Calumet Task Force had formed to reverse the environmental 
impact of nearly 70 industries dumping industrial waste into the river and secured assistance from the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to reduce toxic waste.147  Just 5 years after South Works closed, 
the EPA issued a No Further Remediation (NFR) letter in 1997, establishing that the site would be safe for 
residential use.148  
 The two case sites, U.S. Steel South Works and Acme Coke Plant, contribute to the idea of ‘nature 
reworked’ referenced in the Calumet National Heritage Area themes: they are sites where industry shaped 
the landscape, and where nature has reclaimed this industrial landscape.149  Despite the fact that the EPA 
issued an NFR letter in 1997, the toxicity of South Works has continuously been used by community 
members to slow or prevent development efforts since the site was purchased in 2017. Most of the site is 
undeveloped, apart from the edge along Lake Michigan which was acquired by the Chicago Park District in 
2002 to create the Steelworkers Park.150  The importance of the park relies on the existence of the ore walls 
on the site, however the land the ore walls occupy is not included in the park boundary. It sits largely unused, 
but occasionally neighborhood residents visit to fish from the slip where barges historically docked to unload 
raw materials. The site is used by both the natural emergence of the wetland ecology and the controlled re-
introduction of native grasses within the boundary of Steelworkers Park.
 The EPA has ongoing concerns about the Acme Coke Plant due to the abandonment by the company. 
Where U.S. Steel was compliant in remediating the South Works site, Acme Coke did not abide by the 
regulations of the EPA. The site is surrounded by a chain-link fence intended to keep people from entering. 
143 Calumet Heritage Partnership. Calumet National Heritage Area Feasibility Study (2018), 18.
144 Ibid, 17.
145 Cynthia L. Ogorek. Along the Calumet River. (South Carolina: Arcadia Publishing, 2004), 114.
146 Ibid, 114.
147 Ibid, 117.
148 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. “U.S. Steel South Works Environmental No Further Remediation Letter”. 1997
149 Stella Brown. South Works Deep Geological Study; The Human Role in the Formation of South Works: Iron, Limes & Slag. 
(Chicago Park District, Public Art Initiative: 2018), 13.
150 “Steelworkers Park.” https://www.chicagoparkdistrict.com/parks-facilities/steelworkers-park
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Portions of machinery and buildings have been removed following its closure in 2001 (Figure 17). Because 
there are multi-story structures on this site, it presents more risks in its decay. At this site, nature in the form 
of native and invasive grasses has resiliently reused the toxic soil. 
Preservation Efforts & Development Proposals 
These sites have been examined both for preservation and redevelopment since they closed, although none 
of the efforts either to recognize them as heritage places or use the land for new development have resulted 
in success so far. In the early 1990s, Chicago’s Mayor Daley announced his plan to completely infill the 
Calumet River and relocate the surrounding communities to construct a third airport for the city.151  The 
outraged community organized in many different ways to prevent the decimation of their neighborhoods, and 
one of these efforts was the Calumet Ecological Park Association.152  Armed with the goal of, “preserving and 
enhancing natural, cultural, and historical areas in the Calumet region,” the grassroots effort successfully 
curbed the airport proposal. The effort grew into what is known today as the Calumet Heritage Partnership, 
a collection of organizations in the Calumet Region that banded together in 1998 to begin structuring a 
designation for the region to become the Calumet National Heritage Area.153  The feasibility study for the 
management of the heritage area emphasizes the complicated and inseparable relationship between nature 
and culture in the Calumet Region, describing narratives of geographic advantage, reworked nature, and 
industrial influence. While the proposal paints a vivid picture of the nature-culture dynamic supported by 
151 Cynthia L. Ogorek. Along the Calumet River. (South Carolina: Arcadia Publishing, 2004), 119.
152 Ibid, 119.
153 “About the Calumet Heritage Partnership.” http://www.calumetheritage.org/about.html
Figure 17  Acme Coke Plant in 2004. In 2020, the structures in the foreground no longer exist, only the coal towers remain. 
(Source: Chris Trott www.chicagosnapshot.com)
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comprehensive historical, cultural, and ecological research and evidence, the goals and  recommendations 
for management fall short of capturing that synergy. Since there are only 9 designated Chicago landmarks 
in the area surrounding South Works and Acme Steel (most of which are bridges), it is clear that the city has 
neglected to afford the Southeast Chicago community the opportunity to recognize their industrial heritage. 
 In the last decade, several proposals for high-rise, high-density development on the South Works site 
have surfaced, calling into question the network of values associated with the site. The most recent proposal 
calls for a concert venue and movie studio, and follows on the heels of three earlier proposals for mixed-use 
and residential redevelopment.154  These attempted schemes are out of place in the context of the working-
class community connected to the history of the site. The built environment of the adjacent neighborhood 
is characterized by one- and two- story, single-family homes, and the population density is much lower than 
downtown. Building such a large-scale development would not serve to improve the place for the current 
population, as it aims to bring new populations into the area. Instead of putting lakefront residential 
density as the first priority, the prioritization should be on fostering a new relationship between the current 
community and the abandoned site.
4.2 DECAY: NATURE’S AGENCY AT CHICAGO’S INDUSTRIAL HERITAGE SITES
The exploration of environmental value that is central to this thesis was inspired by the existing conditions 
of U.S. Steel’s South Works and the Acme Coke Plant. These two sites were abandoned at different times, 
employed different people, and processed different materials, but they represent a collective history of the 
influences that industry had on the population, natural ecology, and built environment of the area. The two 
sites contain very few physical remnants that carry that history into the present, contextualized by a distinct 
ecology emerging in the absence of production processes. In the urban context of Chicago, preservation, 
urban planning, and environmental sustainability present conflicting discourses for these sites: preservation 
values the historical narrative represented through the physical fabric; urban planning values the sites as land 
or infrastructure resources; environmental sustainability values the sites as places in need of remediation, 
repositories of embodied energy and carbon, and as wild ecologies. Promoting heritage recognition must 
also reconcile the conflicting interests in these places, most importantly the health and representation of the 
surrounding community. 
 
 Both U.S. Steel South Works and Acme Coke Plant are characterized by the physical aesthetic 
of nature proving its agency to use what people have discarded. Native and invasive grasses and wetland 
conditions act as ecological frames to the decaying artifacts of the industrial era in Chicago. Nature has gone 
on using what humans have deemed useless, toxic, and wasted. Their decay is evidence of nature’s reuse at 
varying scales, from the surface cover of biological growth to the widespread ground cover of grasses, weeds, 
and trees. The ecological diversity is evident in rare and resilient species colonizing the leftover materials 
of steel production like iron ore, limestone, coke, and slag.155  Decay has created a rich blend of organic 
154 Jay Koziarz. “Common partnering with developers to revitalize South Works site.” Curbed Chicago. July 29, 2019.
155 Stella Brown. South Works Deep Geological Study; The Human Role in the Formation of South Works: Iron, Limes & 
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plant growth and mechanical patina, and the properties of natural and chemical processes blend together, 
influencing one another (Figure 18).
 
 The case sites in this research have the potential to shift the way heritage practice interfaces with 
industrial ruins. There has been no active preservation effort at these sites, allowing them to passively 
become what they are today. Is it possible to include these sites in preservation processes in Chicago 
without subjecting them to the invasive material processes of formal preservation? In their decay, the 
interdependence of nature and culture is physically connected and visible, and the resilience of ecological 
processes makes use of a wasteful, environmentally-detrimental history.  This research seeks to define a 
process to understand their decay and their re-naturing as a significant value that defines them as heritage 
places. While this approach undeniably has aesthetic implications, it is not motivated purely by the aesthetics 
of nature working on the canvas of industrial remnants. Their disuse still has a sense of function; something 
about the tall grasses, trees, occasional street art, and unobstructed material decay feels productive.
 What is left of the U.S. Steel South Works site, while merely a small fraction of the previous 
industrial physicality that existed there, leaves a massive impression in the landscape. There are only three 
ore walls remaining at this site, when there used to be five ore walls, blast furnaces, barges, production 
warehouses, smoke stacks, and many other massive structures that made the site what it used to be: efficient 
and productive. They are each at least twenty feet high and roughly two thousand feet long. The enormity of 
these walls alone is enough to strike awe at the possibility of what was there before, the built environment 
that did not survive. Standing between two walls looking toward their vanishing point, the space between 
them that used to hold massive volumes of raw materials for steel manufacturing now contains a re-emerging 
wetland (Figure 19). 
 The Acme Coke Plant similarly only has a few remnants of the industrial processes that previously 
characterized it. Acme’s buildings sit among natural grasses that are both native and invasive species, but 
nonetheless are creating a new environment with the disused, decaying industrial facility (Figure 20). The 
soil is marked by the materials formerly processed, producing unique ecological conditions. Despite its toxic 
past, Acme is experiencing plentiful natural growth.
 The preservation of these places cannot ignore the consequences of industrial activity on the health 
of the environment. Ascribing environmental value at these sites involves not only a discussion of the toxic 
systems that emerged as part of industrial processes but also an analysis of the natural growth of sites after 
abandonment. The history of industrial sites embodies links between the land, industry, pollution, and 
people. After the steel mills were shut down and during the years of EPA clean up, the landscapes that 
came to symbolize industrial history were viewed as wastelands by the municipal government, real estate 
Slag. (Chicago Park District, Public Art Initiative: 2018), 14. As part of this study, Lauren Umek’s discussion of ‘Brownfields 
as potential refuges for rare species’ identifies the benefits of protecting the soil conditions of contaminated industrial sites, 
suggesting that these conditions are highly fertile and the resulting ecology increasingly vital to biodiversity in Chicago.
Figure 19  U.S. South Works ore walls, 2020 (Source: Gwen Stricker)
Figure 18  Grasses grow out of the top of the ore walls at U.S. Steel South Works as rust stains the concrete and lime deposits 
emerge on the surface, 2020 (Source: Gwen Stricker)
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Figure 20 Administration building at Acme Coke Plant,  2020 (Source: Gwen Stricker)





investors, and developers, a view which had negative consequences on the people left living in surrounding 
communities. The idea that entire swaths of the land area went from the most valuable asset in the city 
to entirely devalued landscapes crushed community pride and morale. Preserving these places through 
the assessment of environmental value begins to reconcile these negative impacts on public health and 
community investment.
 Steel mills are the defining heritage of these neighborhoods, and the community has watched 
their heritage disappear with each demolished industrial site. South Works and Acme are all that’s left to 
understand the unparalleled influence the steel industry had on the Calumet Region and Chicago. Since 
industrial heritage has been vastly under-recognized by Landmarks Chicago, the history of the Southeast 
Chicago steel mills has not been afforded the opportunity to serve the community represented in that history. 
In many ways, evidence of decay has been used as an excuse to “revitalize” the area with development 
proposals to attract people from outside the neighborhood. This research argues that decay can be beneficial 
to the health of the environment, the resilience of the neighborhood, and the representation of industrial 
heritage. If decay can be understood for its environmental value, South Works and Acme Coke can be used to 
cast a positive representation of Southeast Chicago’s rich history that has faced cynical portrayal for decades. 
These sites have become informal nature reserves, where non-human use is their primary function. Nature 
has proven its agency at these places by adapting to the conditions.156  
Environmental value can be ascribed through:
• Histories of social and environmental injustice
• Spontaneous landscapes
• Natural decay
• Distinct ecologies influenced by human/industrial activity
Preservation intervention at these sites should:
• Adapt to the existing condition
• Recognize the natural process of decay as character-defining 
• Promote stewardship of the distinct ecological condition
• Frame a narrative of and contribute to environmental justice
• Refrain from creating a curated aesthetic 
• Aim to leave minimal impact in protection, intervention, and interpretation
• Promote dynamic and flexible preservation options 
• Highlight the influence of industry on social and environmental systems 
• Document built heritage resources
• Address social inequities 
156 Tim Edensor. Industrial Ruins: Spaces, Aesthetics and Materiality (Oxford & New York: Berg, 2005) 42.
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CHAPTER FIVE
5.1 POTENTIAL OUTCOMES
In defining a new understanding of environmental value and applying this understanding to industrial 
heritage sites, several outcomes become possible. Because the environment does not have a voice the way 
that human stakeholders do, advocating on behalf of environmental health is even more important in the 
current climate crisis. During a time when the Green New Deal is shaping discourse on the sustainability 
of the built environment, there is great opportunity to push the boundaries of preservation practice 
to understand environmental attributes of historic places. Advocating on behalf of a non-human is not 
unprecedented in practice, as preservationists are fundamentally proxies for the non-human historic built 
environment. In cases like the industrial heritage sites examined in this research, there are three stages of 
the environment that could be considered significant to the site and contribute to an understanding of its 
current condition: the environment before industrialization, the environment during industrial use, and 
the environment that exists today in the post-industrial landscape. The post-industrial landscape is used 
by the current ecology, despite and actually as a result of the site’s disuse by human stakeholders. This 
research suggests that the current ecology should be used to define environmental value, much like current 
stakeholders contribute to understanding heritage value. In the same way preservationists ascribe social 
value to heritage sites through an understanding of current, past, and future stakeholders, environmental 
value would be ascribed through an understanding of current, past, and future natural-cultural environmental 
systems.
 While the disuse of industrial heritage sites has been the catalyst for renewed natural growth, it 
is important to acknowledge that there is a spectrum of intervention (or non-intervention) possible when 
prioritizing environmental value in preservation. Pushing the argument to the furthest extent, the natural 
attributes would be valued as the most indicative of the site’s significance and therefore no preservation 
intervention would occur on the built resources. Leaving a site as is promotes potentially invasive species, 
but can also foster rare species found to emerge in the mineral-rich conditions of post-industrial soil. 
This approach reveals conflicts with prevailing preservation practice in that it neglects physical material 
conditions, instead focusing on systems working with and on decaying industrial heritage sites. This 
approach also has public safety implications, however the sites at hand have existed in this condition for at 
least a decade with little to no issue. 
 An approach that would allow a low level of intervention would entail creating public access, which 
would include basic structural stabilization of major structures and design of minor user paths (Figure 22). 
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Issues of access to these places are very important, considering the people who have been affected by the 
sites historically are those who should be most involved with the treatment of these places. As sites with a 
history of environmental injustices, public access and community-led processes offer an opportunity for 
the natural growth that has been argued as valuable in this thesis to become part of a larger process of repair 
and environmental justice. While creating public access requires intervention with these sites, designing 
intervention with a minimal impact to the natural ecology and built heritage would strike a balance between 
heritage value, social value, and environmental value. Highlighting physical moments where natural growth 
and built heritage interact on site would achieve an interpretive element in the landscape without creating a 
highly-programmatic space. Encouraging many uses that can be determined by individuals instead of dictated 
by design further serves to trust community agency in the outcomes of heritage processes.
 Another possible level of intervention would include intentional toxic remediation of industrial 
heritage sites. This process can be achieved through two methods: designed restorative ecological systems or 
intensive toxic material removal. The first would align more readily with the goals of assessing environmental 
value as it promotes the idea that ecology can be interrelated with restoring toxic sites while preserving their 
cultural importance. Restorative ecological processes would require species that have the capacity to accept 
and control toxicity. This approach, however, would compromise the natural ecologies that emerged in 
the case sites, which is in conflict with the argument that these ecologies have become intertwined with the 
Figure 22  Imagining public access at these sites may include experimental approaches to interpretation (Source: Gwen Stricker)
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physicality and significance of the site.
 Taking an adaptive reuse approach in which the site would undergo major architectural design and 
preservation intervention would largely counter the argument made in this research. Even if the design were 
to be inspired by the natural decay, an overly intrusive design approach would be detrimental to the existing 
ecological condition. There is the possibility that portions of the case sites may be reused, considering their 
enormity. This is especially true of the 500 acres at South Works; the barge dock and ore walls adjacent to it 
could be protected with the surrounding land used for other purposes such as residential and commercial. 
 The efforts to preserve the few remaining physical manifestations of the industrial past of Southeast 
Chicago through designation of a heritage area reveals that residents see value in that history. The inclusion 
of environmental value as part of preservation practice can bring a positive outlook to the residue of industrial 
toxicity. Preservation is often concerned with physical attributes. What makes a site what it is? What is its 
physical integrity? Toxicity marks the landscape of industrial heritage places; their physicality is a result of 
ecologically destructive practices. Yet ecological growth prevails, forming new ideas of physical integrity. If 
these toxic landscapes could be understood as characteristic of this subset of heritage, would their value in 
the eyes of communities and professionals improve? Would there be an opportunity to understand the re-
naturing of such sites as a benefit not only within the boundaries of the site but to the region’s environmental 
health?
Figure 23  Ascribing environmental value to the natural processes of decay raises a range of debates in preservation theory and 
practice (Source: Gwen Stricker)
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5.2 ADDRESSING CONFLICTS AND DEBATES
Physical Conflicts and Debates
Material integrity is a hallmark of preservation practice. Because the heritage discourse has emphasized the 
importance of original fabric, ruins and characteristics of decay are difficult to preserve and are arguably 
the opposite of preservation. Abandonment of industrial sites is usually considered a direct threat to their 
material integrity, but the thesis argument is intended to inform different ways of understanding heritage 
value at these places. The materiality of industrial sites is most often composed of steel, concrete, glass, 
and other modern materials that are typically replaced in conventional preservation projects because their 
repair is either very difficult or nearly impossible. The focus of this thesis was not necessarily on the specific 
materials present at industrial heritage sites, but instead focused on the interaction between these materials, 
the natural process of decay, and the ecologies that emerged. Authenticity can exist in the aesthetic of the 
ruin, the social associations with the ruin, and the emergence of nature with the ruin. 
 The idea of ascribing environmental value to the current ecological condition of these sites rejects 
the notion of a period of significance. While the intention of retaining industrial ruins acknowledges the 
significance of a site’s period of industrial use, applying a period of significance would exclude the influence 
of deindustrialization on the social and environmental context. Instead, the site’s value is evaluated based on 
its past and present value associations, its current ecology, and the process of growth. This emphasizes that 
the site’s significance did not end the day the company was shut down or the day most of the machinery and 
buildings were demolished. The evolution of the site through its use and disuse embodies its significance, 
recognizing the importance of the processes by which the site became what it is currently. It makes a 
statement that the site continues to be important not exclusively because of its historic use or architectural 
character, but because of the natural environment that has been passively created there. 
Social, Cultural, and Economic Conflicts and Debates
Heritage practice deals with human interactions with and uses of resources, and this argument is not meant 
to discount the importance of people’s connections with heritage places. However, nature does also have 
independent agency, and it is clearly evident in the process of decay. The natural environment has used 
and continues to use the sites explored through this research, and this should be given consideration in the 
preservation process. Acknowledging value in the natural environment has the potential to influence the 
way human users interact with and understand industrial heritage sites in decay. This could be especially 
beneficial to the communities whose health has long been impacted by industrial pollution, and promoting 
natural growth at these sites also promotes a future of environmental justice.
 Socially, these sites employed thousands of working-class individuals, many of whom suffered after 
their jobs were eliminated. This population was proud of their work for big industry, as it was a means for 
them to support themselves and their families. The devaluing of this history by outside influences (other 
neighborhoods, city agencies, speculative real estate investors) causes a reaction with the communities 
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most integral to the industrial economy and left most vulnerable in the wake of deindustrialization. Rather 
than attempting to acknowledge values shared by the community and represent a collective history of 
the surrounding neighborhoods, post-industrial sites and neighborhoods are reduced to the negative 
perceptions of toxicity and decay. Preservation has the potential to focus instead on the resilience of areas 
tied to industrial pasts by means of re-evaluating the metrics used to assign heritage value. Continuing to 
exclude sites because of their negative or toxic narratives exacerbates the under-representation of many of 
the working-class communities in industrial neighborhoods. Providing a value framework that acknowledges 
the environmental narrative represented in industrial sites gives a platform for communities to voice other 
values (social, economic, historical) they see in their industrial heritage places. 
 Designating and protecting industrial places in decay has economic implications. Especially in 
urban centers like Chicago, historic preservation is often utilized to spur development and invest capital, 
most often through rehabilitation projects. This thesis argument suggests turning away from rehabilitation 
and redevelopment at the case sites, warranting debates about economic implications. While there may be 
some level of investment in order to ensure public safety at these sites, it is not the same as building new 
residential property or rehabilitating income-generating space. It would be idealistic to suggest that heritage 
should not always be about monetary value, however this is not the case. Given that heavy industrial sites can 
often be several hundred acres, it is fair to suggest that there is opportunity to redevelop portions of them in 
order to balance the portions that would be left to grow naturally. It should be distinguished that economic 
investment in industrial neighborhoods should  address continuing issues of public health, infrastructure, 
and transportation. As a community characterized by environmental injustices caused by irresponsible toxic 
waste management, economic investment should work to repair systemic environmental problems. This 
thesis argues that the natural growth at industrial sites works alongside this goal. 
Preservation and Policy Conflicts and Debates
Preservation practice reduced to its basic goals – to promote stewardship of the built environment such 
that it is representative of important historical events, people, or cultural trends – is largely concerned with 
halting the processes of decay to ensure heritage resources can be maintained into the future as evidence 
of the past. The argument presented in this thesis is a departure from the accepted models of preservation 
in urban settings. As a field, historic preservation does not entirely turn away from ruins and decay, but 
fundamentally its goals are not aligned to embrace the ecological processes of decay or the fragmentary 
condition of industrial ruins. The language of National Register eligibility actually prevents the potential for 
decaying, vacant sites to be eligible for recognition in the National Register; while a property’s current use 
does not disqualify it from being listed, a property’s disuse does prevent its inclusion unless it is nominated 
as an archaeological site.157  Framing the argument from the perspective of environmental value in ecologies 
that emerge as part of decay can arguably be integrated into the framework of cultural landscapes, which 
157 John. D.M. Arnold, Donald Lafreniere. “The Persistence of Time: Vernacular Preservation of the Postindustrial Landscape.” 
Change over Time 7, no. 1 (2017): 121.
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acknowledges an interaction between nature and people.158 Industrial sites are often not acknowledged as 
cultural landscapes, and  the point here is to suggest ways to designate these sites through both the built 
heritage and the natural landscape, not emphasizing one or the other.
 Municipal landmarks ordinances in many cities (Chicago included) have the power to deny certain 
changes to a landmark property if they, “…would negatively affect the character of the landmark.”159  By 
declaring that decay is a character defining feature of the case sites and other industrial sites like them, 
this essentially empowers the processes of decay and suggests that intentionally attempting to reverse that 
condition would impact its character. This thesis argument is not suggesting that public heritage resources 
should not be maintained, rather it suggests that recognizing decay as an environmental resource can create a 
more dynamic approach to preservation that accommodates change more readily.
 Both historic preservation and environmental conservation utilize the term restoration in practice. 
They imply slightly different practices, but essentially mean that the place (natural or built) will be returned 
to a previous state defined by a period of time. In historic preservation, this typically relates to a period 
of significance decided by preservation professionals to be the most important time frame during the 
site’s existence.160  In environmental conservation, it refers to an ecological state present before human 
settlement.161  In either case, the significance of the heritage resource is disconnected from its current state 
of existence, placing all of its importance in the past. Arguing the environmental value of a heritage site opens 
the opportunity for the site’s significance to be defined by existing conditions or ecological processes that 
will continue into the future. This trend toward recognizing human influence on natural systems is reflected 
in environmental conservation studies, stating that natural histories and cultural histories are becoming 
increasingly difficult to separate.162 It also fosters a more dynamic understanding of heritage resources 
that validates the current and future meanings that communities may assign to them as sites for repair, 
environmental justice, and community resilience. 
 Another significant municipal policy conflict present in the argument for allowing Chicago’s 
industrial heritage places to decay is that of zoning and land use. As discussed, abandoned places are not 
easily represented in municipal urban planning and zoning because they do not have a use. Zoning dictates 
where uses are allowed, and only within the last 50 years have mixed-use zoning ideas been adopted in urban 
places. Zoning is a powerful urban ordering tool, and as such is a large roadblock for allowing industrial ruins 
(which represent disorder) to have a function in their ruinous, undisturbed state. Zoning separates areas 
158 Lynne M. Westphal, Paul H. Gobster, and Matthias Gross. “Models for Renaturing Brownfield Areas” in Restoration and 
History: The Search for a Usable Environmental Past, ed. Marcus Hall (New York & London: Routledge,2010), 214. 
159 Commission on Chicago Landmarks. Chicago Landmarks Ordinance. (City of Chicago, 2014), 2.
160 National Register Bulletin 16. National Park Service (1997), 42.
161 Lynne M. Westphal, Paul H. Gobster, and Matthias Gross. “Models for Renaturing Brownfield Areas” in Restoration and 




where ecological systems are allowed (in parks), but even in these places, there is control over the ecology. 
At industrial ruins, zoning is ignored by the ecologies that emerge on their own and reuse what is left behind. 
Nature inhabits and makes these places useful without the influence of zoning. Protecting these areas as 
ecologically and historically important places will require a zoning approach that does not reduce the heritage 
places to recreational land use. While the land may be zoned for industrial use, the idea that it should have 
no formal use categorization directly contradicts the tools of urban planning. It also relates to the intentional 
separation of “nature” and the built environment via park systems. The way that urban space is ordered does 
not easily accommodate for sites that can be considered both built and natural simultaneously, and the way 
that nature is closely managed in urban parks does not accommodate the natural ecological process of decay.  
 On the topic of preservation policy, the process of providing protection at any level (local, state, or 
national) requires justification for why and how it should be preserved. Making the case for environmental 
value is complex in that it is hard to define a single outcome, it shifts the perception of the place from one 
of static objectivity to one of a dynamic process, and it decentralizes the focus of historic value. Often the 
language of preservation policy prevents decay because it is detrimental to material integrity, although it 
can be argued that it also increases authenticity. Preservation policy also commonly suggests that historic 
preservation should work to prevent or reverse decay. As stated in Chicago’s Landmark Ordinance: 
“The purpose of this ordinance is: […] 6. To foster and encourage preservation, restoration, and 
rehabilitation of areas, districts, places, buildings, structures, works of art, and other objects, 
including districts and neighborhoods, and thereby prevent urban blight and in some cases reverse 
current urban deterioration.”163
Arguing for urban deterioration is in direct conflict with the goals of most municipal preservation policies. 
This argument is not meant to suggest that people should live in deteriorating places, as every resident has 
a right to the maintenance of the built environment. The case studies selected are not and have never been 
residential, they were natural wetlands before their industrial land use, and now they are again areas of 
natural growth. The argument for decay would be different if these were residential properties, but given the 
focus on industrial places, the argument is not an intentional enforcement of urban blight. 
 As practices involved with the built environment (preservation, architecture, landscape architecture, 
urban planning) shift focus to addressing climate change through adaptation and mitigation, the discussion 
of environmental health becomes increasingly important to the urban realm. Especially with the imperative 
of the Green New Deal to foster healthy publics, jobs, and environments, preservation must be flexible to 
become an integral field in the success of addressing these issues. Introducing environmental value into the 
preservation discussion challenges the binary of nature and culture, instead urging they be considered as 
one. In this way, issues of sustainability in historic preservation can be addressed by broader solutions that go 
163 Commission on Chicago Landmarks. Chicago Landmarks Ordinance. (City of Chicago, 2014), 1.
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beyond the four walls of individual properties and instead consider larger ecological and urban systems. 
5.3 CONCLUSION
The abandoned, decaying industrial sites discussed in this thesis are the perfect symbiosis of cultural heritage 
and natural environments. They are built remnants of industrial heritage, marking the landscape with a 
history of heavy industry and deindustrialization. But instead of considering only the negative perspective 
of this history, these sites present a much more positive outlook evident in the natural environment that 
has made use of the toxicity despite their disuse by humans. Natural environments and cultural heritage are 
inseparable in these landscapes. 
 In Chicago, the former sites of heavy industry are characterized by their decay. Whether they are 
designated as heritage resources or not (as the U.S. Steel South Works and Acme Coke Plant), they are ruins. 
In Chicago’s urban landscape, these decaying sites are being used constantly by the natural environment. 
Nature’s reuse of industrial heritage sites in the city can change the way that preservation as a profession 
engages with them, promoting an approach that recognizes nature’s agency to colonize otherwise unused 
space. Environmental value should be considered as part of the overall heritage significance of any place, but 
beginning with industrial heritage sites undergoing a re-naturing process provides the opportunity to shift 
perceptions of toxicity and decay to instead focus on natural re-emergence and ecological health. 
 Overall, the review of relevant literature and analysis of the case sites revealed that ascribing 
environmental value through the natural attributes of decay at industrial heritage sites would require a shift in 
preservation approaches and philosophies. The outlined conflicts between current preservation practice and 
what would be necessary to accommodate natural decay as a preservation process identified the roadblocks 
for promoting environmental inclusivity. While previous industrial heritage projects did attempt to preserve 
the natural attributes of decay, there have been none to do so by identifying decay as a contributing heritage 
characteristic or giving relevance to nature’s agency in the preservation process. Arguing for industrial decay 
to be left to its devices is a radically minimal approach to preservation practice. In the cases discussed, and in 
many other industrial heritage sites, doing nothing can be just as valid as doing something. Part of the goal 
of this thesis was to suggest that preservation can embrace characteristics of natural growth present in decay 
in order to understand the power of encountering industrial ruins and inform approaches to minimize the 
physical impact of preservation processes.
 Affording the natural environment the ability to contribute to heritage significance and overall 
value of industrial heritage resources promotes inclusive preservation processes. The remnants of 
industrialization’s history provide rich spatial characteristics and strong community relations, but their 
decay has largely excluded them from preservation protection. However, naming natural decay and growth as 
character defining for the industrial heritage typology has the potential to create a more inclusive approach 
to preserving the built environment, benefiting communities that have faced environmental concerns 
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for decades. Environmental value can be instrumental to the process of repair involved in correcting 
environmental injustices that were so often caused by these sites during their use.
 The goal of this thesis was to propose a contemporary perspective on the heritage value of abandoned 
industrial ruins by considering the value of the natural environment and the distinct ecological processes 
of decay. This perspective was explored to reveal an alternate way of thinking about sustainability in 
preservation practice by affording natural ecologies the potential to contribute to heritage significance. By 
proposing an expanded understanding of environmental value that moves beyond the value of untouched 
natural reserves to address ecological conditions growing over decaying industrial sites, the preservation 
field can better address the contemporary issues of today’s heritage places. Expanding the definition of 
environmental value also acknowledges the integral role human activity has had in shaping this contemporary 
environmental condition. This thesis was not an attempt to imagine drastic changes to the physicality 
of abandoned industrial places, but rather to re-imagine the heritage value of their existing condition. 
While this research was conducted specifically in relation to industrial heritage and explored through two 
abandoned industrial ruins in Chicago, the implications of this perspective can, and should, be explored 
further in other heritage typologies, other preservation approaches, and other geographies. Radically 
minimizing intervention with these places gives their natural condition the power to be an interpretive tool 
in its own right, allowing natural growth the opportunity to repair environmental, social, and historical 
conflicts. Recognizing the environmental value of industrial decay frames the importance of a balance 
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227 East Walton Place Apartment Building 1956 227 E Walton Place, Chicago IL Individual 6/6/2012
300 West Adams Street Office Building 1927 300 W Adams Street, Chicago IL Individual 5/13/2009
333 North Michigan Building 1928 333 N Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 2/7/1997
35 East Wacker Building / Jewelers' Building 1925-1927 35 E Wacker Drive, Chicago IL Individual 2/9/1994
42nd Precinct/Town Hall Police Station 1907 3600 N Halsted Street, Chicago IL Individual 9/11/2013
63rd Street Bathing Pavilion 1919 6300 E Hayes Drive, Chicago IL Individual 12/8/2004
6901 Ogelsby Cooperative Apartment Building 1928-1929 6901 S Ogelsby Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 9/10/2008
860-880 Lake Shore Drive 1949-1951 860 N Lake Shore Drive, Chicago IL Individual 6/10/1996
Abbott (Dr. Wallace C.) House 1891; 1906 4605 N Hermitage Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 3/1/2006
Jessie and William Adams House 1901 9326 S Pleasant Avenue, Chicago IL  Individual 6/16/1994
Jane Addams' Hull House and Dining Room 1856; 1905 800 S Halsted Street, Chicago IL Individual 6/12/1994
Alfred Caldwell Lily Pool 1936-1938 North end of Lincoln Park Zoo at Fullerton Parkway, Chicago IL Individual 11/6/2002
All Saints Church and Rectory 1883 4550 N Hermitage Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 12/27/1982
Allerton Hotel 1922 701 N Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 4/29/1998
American Book Company Building 1912 320 E Cermak Road, Chicago IL Individual 7/29/2009
American School of Correspondence 1907 850 E 58th Street, Chicago IL Individual 4/15/1995
American System-Built Houses (1 of 2) 1917 10410 S Hoyne Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 7/13/1994
American System-Built Houses (2 of 2) 1917 10541 S Hoyne Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 7/13/1994
Anshe Sholom Synagogue Building (former) 1924-1926 754 S Independence Boulevard, Chicago IL Individual 6/25/2014
Assumption School 1899 319 W Erie Street, Chicago IL Individual 7/9/2003
Auditorium Building 1886-1890 430 S Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 9/15/1976
Emil Bach House 1915 7415 N Sheridan Road, Chicago IL Individual 9/28/1977
Myron Bachman House 1948 1244 W Carmen Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 12/9/1992
Belle Shore Apartment Hotel 1928-1929 1062 W Bryn Mawr Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 11/6/2002
Belmont-Sheffield Trust and Savings Bank Building (former) 1928-1929 1001 W Belmont Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 7/9/2008
Biograph Theater 1914 2433-2443 N Lincoln Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 3/28/2001
Blackstone Hotel 1910 636 S Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 4/29/1998
Blackstone Library 1914 4904 South Lake Park Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 12/8/2010
Brewster Apartments 1893 2800 N Pine Grove Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/6/1982
Brooks Building 1910 233 W Jackson Boulevard, Chicago IL Individual 1/14/1997
Bryn Mawr Apartment Hotel 1927-1928 5550 N Kenmore Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 11/6/2002
Buckingham (Clarence) Memorial Fountain and Garden 1927 Grant Park at Congress Drive, Chicago IL Individual 8/30/2000
Bush Temple of Music 1901 100 W Chicago Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 6/27/2001
Cairo Supper Club 1920 4015 N Sheridan Road, Chicago IL Individual 10/8/2014
Calumet National Bank Building (former) 1910 9117 S Commercial Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 7/9/2008
Calumet Park Fieldhouse 1922-1924 9801 S Avenue G, Chicago IL Individual 10/4/2006
Canaan Baptist Church of Christ Scientist Building 1904-1905 6657 S Harvard Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 7/26/2006
Carbide and Carbon Building 1929 230 N Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 5/9/1996
Carson Pirie Scott & Company Building 1898-1906; 1960-1961 1 S State Street, Chicago IL Individual 11/5/1970
Chapin and Gore Building 1904 63 E Adams Street, Chicago IL Individual 1/21/1982
Charnley (John) House 1891 1365 N Astor Street, Chicago IL Individual 8/20/1972
Chess Records Office and Studio 1911; 1957 2120 S Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 5/16/1990
Chicago & North Western Railway Powerhouse 1909-1911 211 N Clinton Street, Chicago IL Individual 1/11/2006
Chicago Black Renaissance Literary Movement - George Cleveland Hall Branch Library 1931 4801 S Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 2/10/2010
* District addresses are meant to provide a general location within the overall landmark district boundaries Updated: 9/26/2019
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Chicago Black Renaissance Literary Movement - Gwendolyn Brooks House 1890 7428 S Evans Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 2/10/2010
Chicago Black Renaissance Literary Movement - Lorraine Hansberry House 1909 6140 S Rhodes Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 2/10/2010
Chicago Black Renaissance Literary Movement - Richard Wright House 1893 4831 S Vincennes Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 2/10/2010
Chicago Board of Trade Building 1930 141 W Jackson Boulevard, Chicago IL Individual 5/4/1977
Chicago Building 1905 7 W Madison Street, Chicago IL Individual 3/26/1996
Chicago City Bank and Trust Building (former) 1930 815 W 63rd Street, Chicago IL Individual 10/8/2008
Chicago Harbor Lighthouse 1893; 1917-1918 South end of the north breakwater, north side of the Chicago Harbor 
entrance
Individual 4/9/2003
Chicago Historical Society Building (former) 1892 632 N Dearborn Street, Chicago IL Individual 2/26/1997
Chicago Motor Club Building 1928 68 E Wacker Place, Chicago IL Individual 5/9/2012
Chicago Orphan Asylum Building 1898 5120 S Martin Luther King Drive, Chicago IL Individual 5/13/2009
Chicago Public Library (former) / Chicago Cultural Center 1897 78 E Washington Street, Chicago IL Individual 11/15/1976
Chicago Theater 1921 175 N State Street, Chicago IL Individual 1/28/1983
Chicago Varnish Company Building 1895 33 W Kinzie Street, Chicago IL Individual 7/25/2001
City Hall-County Building 1905-1908; 1909-1911 121 N LaSalle Street, Chicago IL Individual 1/21/1982
Civic Opera Building 1927-1929 20 N Wacker Drive, Chicago IL Individual 2/5/1998
Clarke (Henry B.) House 1836 1855 S Indiana Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/14/1970
Colvin (Edwin) House 1909 5940 N Sheridan Road, Chicago IL Individual 10/5/1994
Commerical National Bank Building 1907 125 S Clark Street, Chicago IL Individual 6/22/2016
Congress Theater 1925-1926 2117 N Milwaukee Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 7/10/2002
Continental and Commercial Bank Building 1914 208 S LaSalle Street, Chicago IL Individual 12/12/2007
Continental Center 1961-1962 55 E Jackson Boulevard, Chicago IL Individual 6/27/2012
Cook County Hospital Administration Building 1912-1914 1835 W Harrison Street, Chicago IL Individual 1/23/2019
Cortland Street Drawbridge 1902 1440 W Cortland Street, Chicago IL Individual 7/24/1991
Cosmopolitan State Bank Building (former) 1920 801 N Clark Street, Chicago IL Individual 10/8/2008
Courthouse Place 1893 54 W Hubbard Street, Chicago IL Individual 6/9/1993
Crown Hall 1950-1956 3360 S State Street, Chicago IL Individual 10/1/1997
Daley Center 1965 50 W Washington Street, Chicago IL Individual 11/6/2002
Dearborn Street Station 1885 47 W Polk Street, Chicago IL Individual 3/2/1982
Delaware Building 1872-1874; 1889 36 W Randolph Street, Chicago IL Individual 11/23/1983
Dewes (August) House 1894-1896 509 W Wrightwood Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 3/9/2005
Dewes (Francis J.) House 1896 503 W Wrightwood Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 6/12/1974
Dexter (Wirt) Building - destroyed by fire in 2006 1887 630 S Wabash Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 7/31/1996
Donnelley (R.R.) and Sons Co. Calumet Plant / Lakeside Press Building 1912-1925 350 E Cermak Road, Chicago IL Individual 3/31/2004
Douglas (Stephen A. ) Memorial 1881 35th Street and Cottage Grove Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 9/28/1977
Drake Fountain 1892 92nd Street and South Chicago and Exchange Avenues, Chicago IL Individual 3/10/2004
Dupont-Whitehouse House 1876 3558 S Artesian Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 4/16/1996
DuSable High School 1931-1935 4934 S Wabash Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/31/2012
Ebeneezer Missionary Baptist Church 1898-1899 4501 S Vincennes Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 7/28/2011
Eighth Church of Christ, Scientist 1911 4359 S Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 6/9/1993
Elam (Melissa Ann) House 1903 4726 S King Drive, Chicago IL Individual 3/21/1979
Eliel (Mathilde) House 1886 4122 S Ellis Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/2/1991
Elks National Memorial Headquarters Building 1924-1926 2750 N Lakeview Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/1/2003
* District addresses are meant to provide a general location within the overall landmark district boundaries Updated: 9/26/2019
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Engine Company 5, Truck 2 1928 324 S Desplaines Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/1/2003
Engine Company 27 (former) 1874; 1907 1244 N Wells Street, Chicago IL Individual 10/1/2003
Engine Company 35, Truck 28 (former) 1894; 1904 1625 N Damen Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/1/2003
Engine Company 42 Firehouse (former) 1887 228 W Illinois Street, Chicago IL Individual 12/12/2007
Engine Company 45, Truck 15 1928 4600 S Cottage Grove Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/1/2003
Engine Company 59, Truck 47 1928 5714 N Ridge Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/1/2003
Engine Company 61 1927-1928 5349 S Wabash Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/1/2003
Engine Company 65, Truck 52 1929 3000 W 42nd Street, Chicago IL Individual 10/1/2003
Engine Company 78 1915 1052 W Waveland Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/1/2003
Engine Company 84, Truck 51 1929 6204 S Green Street, Chicago IL Individual 10/1/2003
Engine Company 86 (former) 1899 2414 W Cuyler Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/1/2003
Engine Company 129, Truck 50 1928-1929 8120 S Ashland Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/1/2003
Engine Company 104, Truck 31 (former) 1905 1401 S Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/1/2003
Essanay Studios 1908-1915 1333 W Argyle Street, Chicago IL Individual 3/26/1996
Essex Inn 1961 800 S Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 4/19/2017
Farwell Building 1927 664 N Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 3/10/2004
Field Building 1928-1934 135 S LaSalle Street, Chicago IL Individual 2/9/1994
Fine Arts Building 1885; 1898 410 S Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 6/7/1978
First Baptist Congregational Church 1869-1871 60 N Ashland Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 1/21/1982
First Church of Deliverance 1939; 1946 4315 S Wabash Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/5/1994
Fisher Building 1896; 1907 343 S Dearborn Street, Chicago IL Individual 6/7/1978
Fisher Studio Houses 1936 1209 N State Parkway, Chicago IL Individual 7/31/1996
Florsheim Shoe Company Building 1924-1926 3963 W Belmont Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 3/29/2006
Foster (Stephen) House and Stable 1900 12147 S Harvard Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 5/9/1996
Four Houses by Frederick Schock - Beeson House and Coach House 1892 5810 W Midway Park, Chicago IL Individual 1/20/1999
Four Houses by Frederick Schock - Schlecht House 1887 5804 W Race Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 1/20/1999
Four Houses by Frederick Schock - Schock (F.R.) House 1886 5804 W Midway Park, Chicago IL Individual 1/20/1999
Four Houses by Frederick Schock - Schock (Marie) House 1888 5749 W Race Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 1/20/1999
Fullerton State Bank Building (former) 1923 1423 W Fullerton Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 7/9/2008
Gage Group 1899-1900 18 S Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 9/11/1996
Garfield Boulevard "L" Station and Overpass 1892 319 E Garfield Boulevard, Chicago IL Individual 12/12/2001
Garfield Park Fieldhouse 1928 100 N Central Park Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 11/18/2009
Gauler Twin House - 5917 and 5921 N Magnolia Avenue 1908 5917 N Magnolia Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 6/28/2000
Gerber (Henry) House 1885 1710 N Crilly Court, Chicago IL Individual 6/6/2001
Germania Club Building 1889 100 W Germania Place, Chicago IL Individual 12/8/2010
Getty Tomb 1890 Graceland Cemetery, 4001 N Clark St, Chicago IL Individual 3/10/1971
Glessner (John J.) House 1886 1800 S Prairie Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/14/1970
Goldblatt Bros. Department Store 1921-1922; 1925-1928 1613 W Chicago Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 4/1/1998
Griffiths-Burroughs House 1892 3806 S Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 2/10/2010
Groesbeck (Abraham) House 1869 1304 W Washington Boulevard, Chicago IL Individual 1/12/1993
Harris and Selwyn Theaters 1922 180 N Dearborn Street, Chicago IL Individual 3/31/1983
Haskell-Barker-Atwater Buildings 1875-1877; 1896 18 S Wabash Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 11/13/1996
Hazelton-Mikota House 1881 5453 N Forest Glen Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 7/27/2005
Heald Square Monument 1936-1941 Wacker Drive and Wabash Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 9/15/1971
* District addresses are meant to provide a general location within the overall landmark district boundaries Updated: 9/26/2019
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Heller (Isidore H.) House 1897 5132 S Woodlawn Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 9/15/1971
Heyworth Building 1904 29 E Madison Street, Chicago IL Individual 9/27/2000
Hill (Daniel O.) House / Serbian American Museum St. Sava 1902 448 W Barry Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 3/28/2018
Historic Chicago Railroad Bridges - Chicago & Alton Railway Bridge 1906 Ashland Avenue and Archer Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 12/12/2007
Historic Chicago Railroad Bridges - Chicago & Illinois Western Railway Bridge 1914 33rd Street and Kedzie Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 12/12/2007
Historic Chicago Railroad Bridges - Chicago & Northwestern Railway Bridge 1907-1908 Kinzie Street and Canal Street, Chicago IL Individual 12/12/2007
Historic Chicago Railroad Bridges - Chicago & Western Indiana Railroad Bridge 1967-1968 126th Street and Torrence Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 12/12/2007
Historic Chicago Railroad Bridges - Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Bridge No. Z-2 1901-1902 N Cherry Street and North Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 12/12/2007
Historic Chicago Railroad Bridges - Illinois Central Railroad Swing Bridge 1898-1900
North of 35th Street, between Pulaski and Lawndale Avenue, Chicago 
IL
Individual 12/12/2007
Historic Chicago Railroad Bridges - Illinois Central Railroad Swing Bridge 1899-1900 North of Stevenson Expressway, east of Kedzie Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 12/12/2007
Historic Chicago Railroad Bridges - Lake Shore & Michigan Southern Railway Bridge (North) 1912-1915 Chicago Skyway and 98th Street, Chicago IL Individual 12/12/2007
Historic Chicago Railroad Bridges - Lake Shore & Michigan Southern Railway Bridge (South) 1912-1915 Chicago Skyway and 98th Street, Chicago IL Individual 12/12/2007
Historic Chicago Railroad Bridges - Pennsylvania Railroad "Eight Track" Bridge 1901; 1909-1910 31st Street and Western Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 12/12/2007
Historic Chicago Railroad Bridges - Pennsylvania Railroad Bridge 1914 19th Street and Lumber Street, Chicago IL Individual 12/12/2007
Historic Chicago Railroad Bridges - St. Charles Air Line Bridge 1917-1919 16th Street and Lumber Street, Chicago IL Individual 12/12/2007
Hitchcock (Charles) House 1871 5704 W Ohio Street, Chicago IL Individual 7/7/1992
Holden Block 1872 1027 W Madison Street, Chicago IL Individual 5/4/2011
Holy Trinity Orthodox Cathedral and Rectory 1903 1121 N Leavitt Street, Chicago IL Individual 3/21/1979
Home Bank & Trust Company Building 1925-1926 1200 N Ashland Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 2/6/2008
Hotel St. Benedict Flats 1882-1883 40 E Chicago Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 3/26/1996
Humboldt Park Boathouse Pavilion 1907 1301 N Humboldt Boulevard, Chicago IL Individual 11/13/1996
Humboldt Park Receptory Building and Stable 1895-1896 3015 W Division Street, Chicago IL Individual 2/6/2008
Hyde Park-Kenwood National Bank Building (former) 1928 1525 E 53rd Street, Chicago IL Individual 10/8/2008
IBM Building 1969-1972 330 N Wabash Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 2/6/2008
Iglehart (Charles D.) House 1857 11118 S Artesian Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 7/13/1994
Illinois-Indiana State Line Boundary Marker 1838 Avenue G and 103rd Street, Chicago IL Individual 9/4/2002
Immaculata High School and Convent Buildings
1922; 1954-1955; 1955-
1956
640 W Irving Park Road, Chicago IL Individual 7/27/1983
Indian Boundary Park Fieldhouse 1929 2500 W Lunt Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 5/11/2005
Inland Steel Building 1957 30 W Monroe Street, Chicago IL Individual 10/7/1998
Jackson-Thomas House 1874 7053 N Ridge Boulevard, Chicago IL Individual 10/16/1984
Jewelers' Building 1881-1882 15 S Wabash Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 12/18/1981
Jewish People's Institute 1927 3500 W Douglas Boulevard, Chicago IL Individual 6/28/2000
Johnson Publishing Company Building 1969-1971 820 S Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 12/13/2017
K.A.M. Isaiah Israel Temple 1924 1100 E Hyde Park Boulevard, Chicago IL Individual 6/9/1977
Kaufmann Store and Flats 1883 2312 N Lincoln Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 4/16/1996
Keck-Gottschalk-Keck Apartments 1937 5551 S University Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 8/3/1994
Kenna Apartments 1916 2214 E 69th Street, Chicago IL Individual 9/12/1990
Kent (Sydney A.) House 1883 2944 S Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 3/18/1987
Kenwood United Church of Christ 1887-1888; 1924 4600 S Greenwood Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/5/2011
* District addresses are meant to provide a general location within the overall landmark district boundaries Updated: 9/26/2019
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Kimbell Trust and Savings Bank Building (former) 1924 3600 W Fullerton Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/8/2008
King-Nash House 1901 3234 W Washington Boulevard, Chicago IL Individual 2/10/1988
Krause Music Store 1922 4611 N Lincoln Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 9/28/1977
Lake-Franklin Group 1872-1875; 1896 227 W Lake Street, Chicago IL Individual 2/26/1997
Laramie State Bank Building 1927-1929 5200 W Chicago Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 6/14/1995
LaSalle Street Cable Car Powerhouse 1887 500 N LaSalle Street, Chicago IL Individual 6/27/2001
Lathrop (Bryan) House 1892 120 E Bellevue Place, Chicago IL Individual 5/9/1973
Leiter II Building 1891 403 S State Street, Chicago IL Individual 1/14/1997
Lincoln (Abraham) Monument / "Standing Lincoln" 1887 Lincoln Park, Dearborn Parkway, Chicago IL Individual 12/12/2001
Lindblom (Robert) Technical High School 1917-1919 6130 S Wolcott Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 6/9/2010
Lindemann & Hoverson Co. Showroom and Warehouse Building 1924 2620 W Washington Boulevard, Chicago IL Individual 1/13/2009
Lion House - Lincoln Park Zoo 1912 Lincoln Park Zoo, 2001 N Clark Street, Chicago IL Individual 11/30/2005
London Guarantee Building 1922-1923 360 N Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 4/16/1996
Loucks (Charles N.) House 1889-1891 3926 N Keeler Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/8/2008
Ludington Building 1891 1104 S Wabash Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 6/10/1996
Madlener (Albert F.) House 1902 4 W Burton Place, Chicago IL Individual 3/22/1973
Madonna della Strada Chapel 1938-1939 6453 N Kenmore Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 11/3/2004
Main Building and Machinery Hall, Illinois Institute of Technology 1891-1893; 1901 3300 S Federal Street, Chicago IL Individual 5/26/2004
Majestic Building and Theater 1906 22 W Monroe Street, Chicago IL Individual 5/11/2005
Manhattan Building 1891 431 S Dearborn Street, Chicago IL Individual 7/7/1978
Marina City 1960-1967 300 N State Street, Chicago IL Individual 2/10/2016
Marquette Building 1895 140 S Dearborn Street, Chicago IL Individual 6/9/1975
Marquette Park State Bank Building (former) 1924 6314 S Western Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/8/2008
Marshall Field and Company Building 1892; 1902, 1906, 1907; 
1914
111 N State Street, Chicago IL Individual 11/1/2005
Marshfield Trust and Savings Bank Building (former) 1923-1924 3321 N Lincoln Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/8/2008
Mather Tower 1928 75 E Wacker Drive, Chicago IL Individual 3/7/2001
McCormick Double House 1875 660 N Rush Street, Chicago IL Individual 10/6/2005
McGill House 1891 4938 S Drexel Boulevard, Chicago IL Individual 4/26/2006
McGraw-Hill Building 1928-1929 520 N Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 2/7/1997
Medinah Temple 1912 600 N Wabash Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 6/27/2001
Merchant (John and Clara) House 1872 3854 N Kostner Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/8/2008
Metropolitan Apostolic Community Church Building 1890; 1913 4100 S King Drive, Chicago IL Individual 7/19/2007
Metropolitan Missionary Baptist Church 1901 2151 W Washington Boulevard, Chicago IL Individual 2/16/1989
Michigan Avenue Bridge and Wacker Drive Esplanade 1920; 1926 E Lower Wacker Drive and Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/2/1991
Mid-City Trust and Savings Bank (former) 1911-1912; 1928 2 S Halsted Street, Chicago IL Individual 4/24/2012
Miller (Allan) House 1915 7121 S Paxton Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 12/1/1993
Monadnock Block 1889-1891; 1891-1893 53 W Jackson Boulevard, Chicago IL Individual 11/14/1973
Montgomery Ward & Co. Catalog House 1907-1908 618 W Chicago Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 5/17/2000
Motley (John Lothrop) Public School 1884; 1898 739 N Ada Street, Chicago IL Individual 12/14/2016
Mulligan (James) Public School (former) 1889-1890 1855 N Sheffield Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 4/2/2014
Mundelein College Skyscraper Building 1930-1931 1020 W Sheridan Road, Chicago IL Individual 12/13/2006
Municipal Tuberculosis Sanitarium Complex 1911-1915 5801 N Pulaski Road, Chicago IL Individual 3/13/2019
* District addresses are meant to provide a general location within the overall landmark district boundaries Updated: 9/26/2019
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Museum of Science and Industry 1891-1893; 1929-1930; 
1930-1941
5700 S Lake Shore Drive, Chicago IL Individual 11/1/1995
Mutual Insurance Building 1921; 1926-1927 4750 N Sheridan Road, Chicago IL Individual 3/13/2013
Navy Pier - Headhouse and East End Building 1916 600 E Grand Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 11/14/1977
Netterstrom (Charles M.) House 1873-1894 833 W Aldine Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 3/28/2018
New Regal Theater 1927 1641 E 79th Street, Chicago IL Individual 6/17/1992
New York Life Building 1893-1894; 1898; 1903 37 S LaSalle Street, Chicago IL Individual 7/26/2006
Nickel (Richard) Studio 1889 1810 W Cortland Street, Chicago IL Individual 6/9/2010
Nickerson (Samuel M.) House 1883 40 E Erie Street, Chicago IL Individual 9/28/1977
Noble-Seymour-Crippen House 1833; 1863 5624 N Newark Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 5/11/1988
North Chicago Hospital Building 1928-1929 2551 N Clark Street, Chicago IL Individual 5/13/2009
Northwestern University Settlement House 1901 1400 W Augusta Boulevard, Chicago IL Individual 12/1/1993
Old Chicago Coast Guard Station (now Chicago Marine Safety Station) 1936 250 N Breakwater Access, Chicago IL Individual 12/12/2007
Old Chicago Main Post Office Building 1921, 1934 433 W Van Buren Street, Chicago IL Individual 3/28/2018
Old Colony Building 1894 407 S Dearboen Street, Chicago IL Individual 7/7/1978
Old Dearborn Bank Building 1928 203 N Wabash Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 6/4/2003
Old Republic Building 1924 307 N Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 12/8/2010
Oliver Building 1907; 1920 159 N Dearborn Street, Chicago IL Individual 5/9/1984
On Leong Merchants Association 1926-1927 2216 S Wentworth Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 12/1/1993
One North LaSalle Building 1929-1930 1 N LaSalle Street, Chicago IL Individual 4/16/1996
Oppenheimer-Goldblatt Bros. Department Store Building 1915; 1929; 1933 4700 S Ashland Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 5/8/2013
Page Brothers Building 1872; 1902 177-191 N State Street, Chicago IL Individual 1/28/1983
Palliser's Cottage Home No. 35 1882 2314 W 111th Place, Chicago IL Individual 2/16/2000
Palmer House Hotel 1925-1927 17 E Monroe Street, Chicago IL Individual 12/13/2006
Palmolive Building 1927-1929 919 N Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 2/16/2000
Pate-Comiskey House 1901 5131 S Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/1/2003
Peabody (Elizabeth) Public School 1894 1444 W Augusta Boulevard, Chicago IL Individual 12/14/2016
Peoples Gas-Irving Park Neighborhood Store 1926 4839 W Irving Park Road, Chicago IL Individual 3/18/1987
Peoples Gas-South Chicago Neighborhood Store 1925 8935 S Commercial Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 4/16/1996
Perkins, Fellows & Hamilton Office and Studio 1917 814 E Tower Court, Chicago IL Individual 12/1/1993
Peters (Henry V.) House 1906 4731 N Knox Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 5/5/2004
Phillips (Wendell) High School 1904 244 E Pershing Road, Chicago IL Individual 5/7/2003
Pilgrim Baptist Church 1890-1891 3301 S Indiana Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 12/18/1981
Pioneer Trust and Savings Bank (former) 1924 4000 W North Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 6/6/2012
Pittsfield Building 1927 55 E Washington Street, Chicago IL Individual 11/6/2002
Plymouth Building 1899; 1945 415 S Dearborn Street, Chicago IL Individual 12/14/2016
Polish National Alliance Building 1937-1938 1514 W Division Street, Chicago IL Individual 11/5/2014
Portage Park Theatre Building 1919-1920 4042 N Milwaukee Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 5/8/2013
Powhatan Apartments 1927-1929 4950 S Chicago Beach Drive, Chicago IL Individual 1/12/1993
Pulaski Park Fieldhouse 1912-1914 1419 W Blackhawk Street, Chicago IL Individual 7/29/2003
Quincy Elevated Station 1895-1897 220 S Wells Street, Chicago IL Individual 11/21/2017
Quinn Chapel 1892 2401 S Wabash Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 8/31/1977
Raber (John) House 1870; 1894 5760 S LaFayette Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 4/16/1996
Race (Stephen) House 1874 3945 N Tripp Avenue, Chicago, IL Individual 9/22/1988
* District addresses are meant to provide a general location within the overall landmark district boundaries Updated: 9/26/2019
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Ransom Cable House 1886 25 E Erie Street, Chicago IL Individual 10/2/1991
Rath (John) House 1907 2703 W Logan Boulevard, Chicago IL Individual 12/1/1993
Reebie Storage Warehouse 1921-1922 2325 N Clark Street, Chicago IL Individual 9/1/1999
Rees (Harriet F.) House 1888 2110 S Prairie Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 4/18/2012
Reid, Murdoch and Company Building 1914 320 N Clark Street, Chicago IL Individual 11/15/1976
Reliance Building 1890; 1894-1895 32 N State Street, Chicago IL Individual 7/11/1975
Riviera Motor Sales Company Building 1925-1926 5948 N Broadway, Chicago IL Individual 6/6/2012
Roanoke Building and Tower 1915; 1922 11 S LaSalle Street, Chicago IL Individual 12/12/2007
Roberts Temple Church of God in Christ Building 1922; 1927; 1992-1993 4021 S State Street, Chicago IL Individual 3/29/2006
Robie (Frederick C.) House 1909 5757 S Woodlawn Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 9/15/1971
Rockefeller Memorial Chapel 1925-1928 1156 E 59th Street, Chicago IL Individual 11/3/2004
Roloson (Robert W.) House 1894 3213 S Calumet Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 12/27/1979
Rookery Building 1885-1888 209 S LaSalle Street, Chicago IL Individual 7/5/1972
Rosehill Cemetery Entrance 1864 5800 N Ravenswood Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/16/1980
Rosenwald Court Apartments 1907; 1908 4600 S Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 11/8/2017
St. Gelasius Church Building 1923-1928 6401 S Woodlawn Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 1/14/2004
St. Ignatius College Prep Building 1869; 1874 1076 W Roosevelt Road, Chicago IL Individual 3/18/1987
St. Peter's Church and Parish House 1895; 1926 615 W Belmont Street, Chicago IL Individual 10/31/2018
Sandburg (Carl) House 1886 4646 N Hermitage Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/4/2006
Schlitz Brewery Stable Building (former) 1906 11314 S Front Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 7/6/2011
Schlitz Brewery-Tied House (former) 1904, 1908; 1934-1935 5120 N Broadway, Chicago IL Individual 5/4/2011
Schlitz Brewery-Tied House (former) 1900-1901 1801 W Division Street, Chicago IL Individual 5/4/2011
Schlitz Brewery-Tied House (former) 1898 958 W 69th Street, Chicago IL Individual 7/6/2011
Schlitz Brewery-Tied House (former) 1903-1904 2159 W Belmont Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 7/6/2011
Schlitz Brewery-Tied House (former) 1903 3159 N Southport Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 7/6/2011
Schlitz Brewery-Tied House (former) 1899 3456 S Western Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 7/6/2011
Schlitz Brewery-Tied House (former) 1906 11400 S Front Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 7/6/2011
Schlitz Brewery-Tied House (former) 1898 1944 N Oakley Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/5/2011
Schnitzius (Martin) Cottage 1891 1925 N Fremont Street, Chicago IL Individual 12/12/2012
Schoenhofen Brewery 1886; 1902 500 W 18th Street, Chicago IL Individual 7/13/1988
Schurz (Carl) High School 1910 3601 N Milwaukee Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 12/7/1979
Sears, Roebuck and Company Administration Building 1905-1914 3333 W Arthington Street, Chicago IL Individual 9/4/2002
Second Presbyterian Church 1874; 1900 1939 S Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 9/28/1977
Sexton (James A.) School 1882 160 W Wendell Street, Chicago IL Individual 6/7/1978
Shedd Park Fieldhouse 1916-1917 3600 W 23rd Street, Chicago IL Individual 2/11/2004
Sheridan Road Mansions-Downey (Joseph) House & Coach House 1906 6205 N Sheridan Road, Chicago IL Individual 6/5/2013
Sheridan Road Mansions-Gunder (Samuel H.) House & Coach House 1909-1910 6219 N Sheridan Road, Chicago IL Individual 6/5/2013
Sheridan Road Mansions-Schmidt (Adolf) House 1916-1917 6331 N Sheridan Road, Chicago IL Individual 6/5/2013
Sheridan Road Mansions-Wheeler (Albert) House 1909 970 W Sheridan Road, Chicago IL Individual 6/5/2013
Sheridan Trust and Savings Bank Building (former) 1924; 1928 4753 N Broadway, Chicago IL Individual 10/8/2008
Shoreland Hotel 1925-1926 5454 S South Shore Drive, Chicago IL Individual 9/8/2010
Site of Fort Dearborn (1803-1837) 1803-1837 Michigan Avenue and Wacker Drive, Chicago IL Individual 9/15/1971
Site of Haymarket Tragedy (1886) 1886 157 N Desplaines Street, Chicago IL Individual 3/25/1992
Site of Sauganash Hotel/Wigwam 1831; 1851; 1860; 415 W Lake Street, Chicago IL Individual 11/6/2002
* District addresses are meant to provide a general location within the overall landmark district boundaries Updated: 9/26/2019
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Site of the First Self-Sustaining Controlled Nuclear Chain Reaction (1942) 1967 5637 S Ellis Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/27/1971
Site of the John and Mary Jones House 1850s-1870s 1000 S Plymouth Court, Chicago IL Individual 5/26/2004
Site of the Origin of the Chicago Fire of 1871 1871; 1961 1065 S Jefferson Street, Chicago IL Individual 9/15/1971
Site of the Origin of the Illinois and Michigan Canal (1838-1848) 1838-1848 2800 S Ashland Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 5/9/1996
Soldiers' Home 1864-1923 739 E 35th Street, Chicago IL Individual 4/16/1996
South Pond Refectory / Cafe Brauer and Comfort Station 1908; 1888 2021 N Stockton Drive, Chicago IL Individual 2/5/2003
South Shore Cultural Center 1906; 1909; 1916 7059 S South Shore Drive, Chicago IL Individual 5/26/2004
South Side Community Art Center 1892-1893; 1940 3831 S Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 6/16/1994
South Side Trust & Savings Bank Building (former) 1922 4659 S Cottage Grove Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 7/9/2008
Spiegel Administration Building 1936; 1941-1942 1038 W 35th Street, Chicago IL Individual 5/4/2011
Statue of the Republic 1918 1893 E Hayes Drive, Chicago IL Individual 6/4/2003
Steger Building 1909-1910 28 E Jackson Boulevard, Chicago IL Individual 6/5/2013
Steuben Club Building 1929 188 W Randolph Street, Chicago IL Individual 7/26/2006
Stewart (Graeme) Public School 1906-1907; 1940 4525 N Kenmore Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 9/1/2016
Stock Yards National Bank Building (former) 1924 4150 S Halsted Street, Chicago IL Individual 10/8/2008
Stone Temple Baptist Church Building 1926 3620 W Douglas Boulevard, Chicago IL Individual 6/22/2016
Swedish American State Bank Building (former) 1913 5400 N Clark Street, Chicago IL Individual 7/9/2008
Taft's (Loredo) Midway Studios 1890-1929; 1964 6016 S Ingleside Drive, Chicago IL Individual 12/1/1993
Thalia Hall 1892 1215 W 18th Street, Chicago IL Individual 10/25/1989
Theurer-Wrigley House 1896 2466 N Lakeview Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 8/10/1979
Third Unitarian Church Building 1936; 1956 301 N Mayfield Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 2/6/2008
Three Arts Club 1914 1300 N Dearborn Street, Chicago IL
Individual
6/10/1981
Tree Studios, Annexes and Courtyard 1894; 1912; 1913 601 N State Street, Chicago IL Individual 2/26/1997; 6/27/2001
Tribune Tower 1922-1925 435 N Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 11/14/2018
Truevine Missionary Baptist Church Building 1892 6720 S Stewart Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 2/7/2007
Trustees System Service Building 1929-1930 201 N Wells Street, Chicago IL Individual 1/14/2004
Turzak (Charles) House 1938-1939 7059 N Olcott Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 12/9/1992
Union Park Hotel 1929-1930 1519 W Warren Boulevard, Chicago IL Individual 6/9/2010
Union Station 1913-1925 210 S Canal Street, Chicago IL Individual 5/1/2002
Union Stock Yard Gate 1875 933 W Exchange Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 2/24/1972
Uptown Theater 1925 4816 N Broadway, Chicago IL Individual 10/2/1991
Vassar Swiss Underwear Company Building 1913-1914; 1923-1924 2543 W Diversey Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 7/30/2008
Vesemen Building 1886; 1930 442 N LaSalle Street, Chicago IL Individual 12/12/2007
Village Theatre 1915-1916 1546 N Clark Street, Chicago IL Individual 5/13/2009
Vorwaerts Turner Hall 1896-1897 2431 W Roosevelt Road, Chicago IL Individual 11/18/2009
Waller Apartments 1895 2840 W Walnut Street, Chicago IL Individual 3/2/1994
Walser (John Jacob) House 1903 42 N Central Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 3/30/1984
Ward (James) Public School 1874-1875; 1897; 1924 2703 S Shields Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 9/14/2005
Warner (Augustus) House 1884 1337 N Dearborn Street, Chicago IL Individual 12/11/2013
Washington Block 1873-1874 40 N Wells Street, Chicago IL Individual 1/14/1997
Weintraub (Dr. Philip) House 1940-1941 3252 W Victoria Street, Chicago IL Individual 11/18/2009
Wells-Barnett (Ida B.) House 1889 3624 S King Drive, Chicago IL Individual 10/2/1995
West Pullman Elementary School 1894; 1900; 1923 11917 S Parnell Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 5/25/2018
* District addresses are meant to provide a general location within the overall landmark district boundaries Updated: 9/26/2019
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West Side YMCA / YWCA Complex 1907-1931 1513 W Monroe Street, Chicago IL Individual 11/14/2018
West Town State Bank Building 1929-1930 2400 W Madison Street, Chicago IL Individual 10/1/2003
Wheeler-Kohn House 1870 2016 S Calumet Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 2/5/1998
Whistle Stop Inn 1889 4200 W Irving Park Road, Chicago IL Individual 12/5/1990
White Castle #16 1930 43 E Cermak Road, Chicago IL Individual 10/5/2011
Wholesale Furniture Exposition Building 1904 1323 S Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/8/2014
Wingert (John) House 1854; 1868-1875 6231 N Canfield Road, Chicago IL Individual 7/31/1990
Woman's Athletic Club 1928 626 N Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/2/1991
Wood-Maxey-Boyd House 1885 2801 S Prairie Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 10/1/2003
Wrigley Building 1921; 1924 400 N Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 5/9/2012
Wrigley Field 1914; 1927-1928; 1937-
1938
1060 W Addison Street, Chicago IL Individual 2/11/2004
Yale Apartments 1892-1893 6565 S Yale Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 4/9/2003
Yondorf Block and Hall 1887 758 W North Avenue, Chicago IL Individual 7/25/2001
Alta Vista Terrace District various dates 3850 N Alta Vista Terrace, Chicago IL District 9/15/1971
Arlington and Roslyn Place District various dates 450 W Arlington, Chicago IL District 11/15/1989
Arlington-Deming District various dates 2465 N Geneva Terrace, Chicago IL District 9/27/2007
Armitage/Halsted District various dates 1000 W Armitage Avenue, Chicago IL District 2/5/2003
Astor Street District various dates 1400 N Astor Street, Chicago IL District 12/19/1975
Beverly/Morgan Park Railroad Stations District various dates 91st - 115th Street near S Hale Avenue, Chicago IL District 4/15/1995
Bissell Street District various dates 2150 N Bissell Street, Chicago IL District 9/5/2007
Black Metropolis/Bronzeville District various dates 31st-36th & Indiana Avenue, Chicago IL District 9/9/1998
Burling Row House District various dates 2235 N Burling Street, Chicago IL District 11/15/2000
Calumet-Giles-Prairie District various dates 31st to 35th & Giles Avenue, Chicago IL District 7/13/1988
Cermak Road Bridge District various dates 500 W Cermak Road, Chicago IL District 4/26/2006
Chatham-Greater Grand Crossing Commercial District various dates 75th-79th & Cottage Grove Avenue, Chicago IL District 10/8/2008
Dover Street District various dates 4600 N Dover Street, Chicago IL District 12/12/2007
East Lake Shore Drive District various dates 201 E Lake Shore Drive, Chicago IL District 4/18/1985
East Village District various dates 1000 N Winchester Avenue, Chicago IL District 1/11/2006
Five Houses on Avers Avenue DIstrict various dates 1952 N Avers Avenue, Chicago IL District 3/2/1994
Fremont Row House District various dates 2120 N Fremont Street District 3/10/2004
Fulton-Randolph Market District various dates 950 W Fulton Market Street, Chicago IL District 9/24/2015
Giles-Calumet District various dates 38th Street & Calumet Avenue, Chicago IL District 7/29/2009
Greenwood Row House District various dates 5230 S Greenwood Avenue, Chicago IL District 12/8/2004
Griffin Place (Walter Burley) District various dates 1700 W 104th Place, Chicago IL District 11/13/1981
Hawthorne Place District various dates 560 W Hawthorne Place, Chicago IL District 3/26/1996
Historic Michigan Boulevard District various dates 500 S Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL District 2/27/2002
Hutchinson Street District various dates W Hutchinson Street & N Clarendon Avenue, Chicago IL District 8/31/1977
Jackson Boulevard Landmark District various dates 1550 W Jackson Boulevard, Chicago IL District 11/15/1976
Jackson Park Highlands District various dates 6900 S Bennett Avenue, Chicago IL District 10/25/1989
Jewelers Row District various dates S Wabash Avenue & E Madison Street, Chicago IL District 7/9/2003
Kenwood District various dates 4900 S Woodlawn Avenue, Chicago IL District 6/29/1979
Lakeview Avenue Row House District various dates 2704 N Lakeview Avenue, Chicago IL District 9/1/2016
Lincoln Avenue Row House District various dates 1932 N Lincoln Avenue, Chicago IL District 11/18/2009
* District addresses are meant to provide a general location within the overall landmark district boundaries Updated: 9/26/2019
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Logan Square Boulevards District various dates 3200 W Logan Boulevard, Chicago IL District 11/1/2005
Longwood Drive District various dates 10300 S Longwood Drive, Chicago IL District 11/13/1981
McCormick Row House District various dates 2325 N Fremont Street, Chicago IL District 5/4/1977
Mid-North District various dates 2200 N Cleveland Avenue, Chicago IL District 8/31/1977
Milwaukee Avenue District various dates 1400 N Milwaukee Avenue, Chicago IL District 4/9/2008
Milwaukee-Diversey-Kimball District various dates 3400 W Diversey Avenue, Chicago IL District 2/9/2005
Motor Row District various dates 2350 S Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL District 12/13/2000
Newport Avenue District various dates 900 W Newport Avenue, Chicago IL District 2/9/2005
North Kenwood Multiple Resource District various dates 4450 S Berkeley Avenue, Chicago IL District 6/9/1993
Northwestern University Chicago Campus District various dates 333 E Chicago Avenue, Chicago IL District 9/10/2014
Oakdale Avenue District various dates 845 W Oakdale Avenue, Chicago IL District 3/29/2006
Oakland Multiple Resource District various dates 4145 S Berkeley Avenue, Chicago IL District 3/25/1992
Old Chicago Water Tower DIstrict and Pumping Station various dates 806 N Michigan Avenue, Chicago IL District 10/6/1971
Old Edgebrook District various dates 6225 N Lundy Avenue, Chicago IL District 12/14/1988
Old Town Triangle District various dates 1700 N Sedgwick Street, Chicago IL District 9/28/1977
Prairie Avenue Historic District various dates 1850 S Prairie Avenue, Chicago IL District 12/27/1979
Printing House Row District various dates 500 S Dearborn Street, Chicago IL District 5/9/1996
Rainbow Pylons and Legacy Walk various dates 3445 N Halsted Street, Chicago IL District 9/18/2019
Sears, Roebuck and Co. District various dates 900 S Homan Avenue, Chicago IL District 3/18/2015
Seven Houses on Lake Shore Drive District various dates 1516 N Lake Shore Drive, Chicago IL District 6/28/1989
South Pullman District various dates 11141 S Cottage Grove Avenue, Chicago IL District 10/16/1972
Surf-Pine Grove District various dates 500 W Surf Street, Chicago IL District 7/19/2007
Terra Cotta Row District various dates 1050 W Oakdale Avenue, Chicago IL District 9/14/2005
Ukrainian Village District various dates 925 N Leavitt Street, Chicago IL District 12/4/2002
Uptown Square District various dates 4700 N Broadway, Chicago IL District 10/6/2016
Villa District various dates 3700 N Springfield Avenue, Chicago IL District 11/23/1983
Washington Park Court District various dates 4950 S Washington Park Court, Chicago IL District 10/2/1991
Washington Square District various dates 900 N Dearborn Street, Chicago IL District 5/16/1990
West Burton Place District various dates 150 W Burton Place, Chicago IL District 6/22/2016
Wicker Park District various dates 1400 N Hoyne Avenue, Chicago IL District 4/12/1991
Totals: 75 64 390 58 111 24 5 9Source: Miller, Page, History in the National Park Service: Themes & Concepts. Washington, DC: National Park Service, 2000.   
* District addresses are meant to provide a general location within the overall landmark district boundaries Updated: 9/26/2019
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